











T H E 
MONTHLY REVIEW, 
Fo SEPTEMBER, 1778. 


Art. I. Mifcellaneous State Papers: from 101 to 1726, (See 
our lait Month’s Review.) Concluded. 
MONG other valuable articles in this collection, the Edi- 
tor has felected fuch papers of Lord Somers, as were 
preferved from the flames which confumed the greater part of 
his MSS. at Lincoln’s Inn, 1752, and were thought beft to de- 
ferve the notice of the Public, and fitteft to fhew the weight 
which Lord Somers had with the Princes he ferved, and the 
friends he fupported. Concerning the original papers of which 
thefe are immitis ignis reliquia, the Editor fays, that they filled 
upwards of fixty volumes in 4to, and did not contain a paper 
from Lord Somers’s pen, which the moft intimate friend would 
have wifhed to fecrete, or the bittereft enemy could have fairly 
turned to his prejudice. From this valuabie part of the prefent 
collection we fhall felect the following letters : 


Lord Keeper Somers to King William. 
Sent ro ‘he King at Harwich, 

* May it pleafe your Majetly, March 27th, 1693. 

‘Itis no fmall misfortune to me, that before I enter upon the 
execution of the great truft with which your Majefty has been 
pleafed to honour me, I fhould find myfelf under the neceflity of 
giving your Majefty a trouble in relation to it. 

‘ Nothing but the utmoft concern for your fervice could have 
a me to do it now, or fhall ever hereafter lead me to do the 
ike. 

* My Lord Nottingham, fince your departure, has told me Sir 
William Rawlinfon is to be Chief Baron; Sir William Wogan, 
Chief Juitice of Chelter ; and Mr. Ward, Attorney General. 

‘ Your Majeity having laid no commands on me relating to any 
of them ; I think it my duty, before I att any thing in this matter, 
we = humility to reprefent to your Majeity what confequence it 

y have. 


" The lawyers being fpread over every part of the kingdom, and 


having a great influence among the people, the method ufed to unite 
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them in their fervice to the crown, has been by obliging them to 
dependance upon the Great Seal, for their promotion, where th 
merited. This has always given a weight to that office in public 
affairs; and, if [ underitand your Majetty right, the making the 
Grea: Seal thus confide:able, was one of the effects you expected, 
from placing it in a fingle hand. But ! fubimit to your Majefty, 
how far this is likely to fucceed, or any other of your Majetty’s ends 
be anfwered, if fuch eminent offices are difpofed of, in fuch a mans 
ner, at my entrance on this charge. 

* I do not meddle with any confiderations of the perfons them. 
felves, though I know not but your Majeity might expect it from 
me; and it may not be improper to obierve to your Majeity, how 
much it has been to the honour of your reign, that } our Judges have 
been of known ability in the law; and that it is the particular con- 
cern of the crown. that the Chief Baron fhould be experienced in 
the courfe of the Exchequer, and knowing in the Common Laws. 

‘ As to the place of the Attorney, your Majefty having been 
pleafed to exprefs your purpofe to advance Sir Thomas Trevor to 
that office, to feveral perions, it was not in my power to make it a 
‘fecret, and your Majeity having divers times commanded me to find 
out a Solicitor, | was under the necefiity of propofing it to Mr. 
Ward, whom I thought a fit man, before I could name him to your 
Majeity ; and fo that could not be concealed. 

‘ This being the cafe, let me humbly offer it to your Majefty’s 
confideration, whether, if the pafling thefe patents mutt be the firft 
ufe | am to make of the Seal, it can be fuppofed 1 have that credit 
which ought always to go along with it, and without which it is im. 
poffible it fhould reach any part of what your Majefty aimed at in 
the change. 

* Your Majefty will bear me witnefs, that I had a juft profpe& of 
the difficulties of this charge ; and that nothing but a perfeét refig- 
nation to your Majelty, together with a gracious affurance of your 
fupport, engaged me to enter upon it. Upon this fupport, I do 
and muft depend ; and whatever your Majeity might expect from the 
feal in my hand, muft fail, if there be any the leat want of it. 

‘ Having difcharged my duty in this faithful reprefentation to your 
Majetly; I lay the feal and myfelf at your Majelty’s feet, with an 
entire fubmiffion to your will and pleafure. Iam, 

May it pleafe your Majetty, 
Your Majeity’s moft dutiful, moft 
obedient, and moft humble fubject and fervant, 
J. Somers *, 
Duke of Shrewfbury to Lord Somers. 
Rome, 17th June, 1701. 

‘ When firft I received the news of the proceedings againft your 
Lordthip, and the reft of the Lords, I had writ a letter to you, and 
to my Lord Hallifax, upon that fubject. But refleQing, before they 
were fent, what had happened, fome time before, upon my Lord 





* « Notwithftanding this letter, Mr. Ward was made Artornty 
General ; but not long after, on his promotion, Sir Thomas Trevor 
was appointed to that office,’ 
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Bellamont’s letters, I thought it more advifable to burn mine than 
to fend them ; and not daring, at this diftance, to write all I wifhed 
to fay, I chofe rather to be filent for a time; being then in expec= 
it would not be long before I fhould wait upon you in Eng- 
Jand. But this latt relapfe, with the afliftance of very ill weather, 
and not a little fpleen, has proved fo obftinate, that] have not been 
able to get the better of it, with the help of a valt quantity of vi- 
rriol, which I have taken thefe laft eight days, in hopes to patch me 
up for a journey ; infomuch that I am feverifh, with feveral other 
bad fymptoms, and am forced to quit this remedy. This ftate of 
my health making it very doubtful when I fhall return to England, 
Jcan no longer omit affuring your Lordthip of my moft fincere con- 
cern for what has happened. The above-mentioned caution hinders 
me from all | have a mind to fay; only I conclude, for good rea- 
fons, that no trial now, or at any other time, will follow upon the 
charge againft you. Though this, I know, 1s a mortification to you, 
yet you may comfort yourfelf with the thought, that in a little 
time mankind will come to itfelf, and learn truth and juftice; but, 
however, [ cannot help referring to my old opinion, which is now 
{upported with more weight than I ever expected; and wonder that 
aman can be found in England, who has bread, that will be con- 
cerned in public bufinefs. 

©‘ HadI a fon, I would fooner breed him a cobler, than a cour- 
tier; and a hangman, than a ftatefinan. 

‘| have conftant relations from Mr, Yard, of matters of fact; 
but, at this diftance, thofe accounts cannot be fo exa&t or particu- 
lar, as to give a true light how affairs ttand. If I could be fervice- 
able to your Lordfhip, Lord Hallifax, and even my Lord Orford, 
by writing to any friends, or by coming myfelf, if you think that 
ufeful to you, there is nothing in my power, | fhould not be ready 
todo, that might fhew how fincerely I am concerned for you, how 
much [ value your friendthip, and with what efteem and truth I will 
ever remain, My Lord, vour Lordfhip’s 

Mott chedient humble fervant, 
SHREWSBURY,” 
King William to Lord Sunderland*. 
Loo, September the 1ft, 1701.—Received the soth, 

‘ We are extremcly concerned not to have heard from you, and 
itis earneftly detired you would inform us, what condition things 
arein, what people tay, and that you would give your advice upon 
it. tis very much onrefolved what meafures to take. He fears +, 
if he fhould guir thofe he now employs, and that the others fhould 
not be able to ferve lim, that he fhall then have no refource. This 
inclines him to try again, what the prefent minifters and their party 
will do; with a reiclution to change upon the firft occafion they 
hall give. He is underermined, whether he fhould call a new Par- 
lament; the Tories giving him great hopes, and making him great 





* * King William was at this time in the hands of the Tories, 
The correfpondence that now follows in 1701, between him, Robert 
Earl of Sunderland, and Lord Somers, relates to a change in the 
miniftry, in favour of the Whigs.” + ‘ The King.’ 

M 2 promifes, 
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promifes. He is advifed to offer an at of grace at the meeting of 
the Parliamenr, as a means of reconciling matters. Upon the whole, 
he earnefily defires you will give your opinion, and as foon a3 


poffible.’ 
Anfwer by Lord Sunderland. 
September the tsth, 1701, 

‘ Every thing here is much as when you left England ; only 
the miniltry grows more hated every day, and more expofed. But 
fince you defire to know the thoughts of people, you fhall; though 
what is faid or writ of this kind 1s fe'dom kept fecret, which is fo 
unpleafant, that if any word of this paper fhould be trufted to any 
perfon whatfoever, except and there is for ever an end of 
this and all the like commerce, Itis faid, the King f is perfuaded 
ftill to try the fame party, and the fame minifters; becaufe, if he 
changes and fails, there will be no refource ; which is as much as to 
fay, continue in the hands of your enemies, for if they do not fave 
you, you may return to your friends, who will; which is a fort of 
reafon which ovght not to be anfwered, but hiffed. But the argus 
ment may be carried further; as that if the King employs the Whigs, 
and they cannot or will not help him, ke may always be welcome 
tothe others, whenever he will alter the Lieutenancy of London, 
break the ecclenaftical commifiion, and that party in the Honfe of 
Lords who lat fefion declared themfelves againit France; and, in 
fhort, give up the whole power, to them. 

* Another dangerous opinion the King is led into by flams and 
lies, that, 1f thofe he now depends on do not aét as they promife, 
he can try new meafures in the middle of a feffion, which is impofh- 
ble; and tha: he muft know, if he pleafes to reflect. He will be 
wheedled, and complimented, and cheated, and at the latter end 
ruined, Can he forzet how the Tories agreed to the ten thoufand 


mon, and the addrets to enter into alliances with the Emperor? 
Vas ic not becaufe it would have been done without them, and 
that they were frighted out of their wits, and to oblige him to thank 
them at laft, that they might go into the country with fafety? Are 
not their promifes oa ihe fame account, and becaufe they dreada 
new Parliament? Can he forget the pains that were taken after the 
King of Spain’s death, to perfuade the world, that ail was weil, and 
nothing would be fo fatal as a war? What a fine fpeech was made 
for him at the epening of the Parliament; four months after the 
King of Spain died, and a fortnight after the French were actually 
poficiled of Flanders? Or that, during the feffions, the minifters 
told him every day, they nor their party never would come into 4 
war, of which mind they are fo much now, that yet they continue 
to fay it will undo us? And if they are any ways forced into it, it 
will be with a defign of raifing money, which thal! both be infufl- 
cieot, and laid fo as to be the moft uneafy to the people that 1 pol 
fible. Dut to what purpofe is it, fo much as to think of any thing 
of this kind, when, after a thirteen years exnerience, the King will 





{ ‘ Here and in many other placesin the Original was left a blank, 
by which it is plain, was meant the King; and it has been fiiled up 
accordingly.” — 

. pot 
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net judge right of things he knows, but will be undone infallibly 


f ky believing himfelf more cunning than awhole party, by whom he 
» . befet, and who wheedles him every day; and of which, in his 
3 whole reign, he never yet could gain any one man? The Kine 


eveht to conficer, that, moft lucki!; for him, the whole moderate 
tls party, who are not jacobites, are joined with the Whigs; 
but he will be deceived, if he reckons they will help to eflablith this 





ly miniftry, which they think would ruin England, and hang them. 

ut ¢ Some would have the Hing to ofer an att of indemnity, at the 
rh. fir meeting of the Parliament, whoever are minificrs ; and it may 
fo do well, thongh neither party will like it. For the Tories will not 
Ly be fatisfied without ruining my Lord Somers, nor the Whigs with- 
of out endoing the minifters ; in which the: latter think they have the 
od whele nation on their fide. But at Iaft, what can the King do? 
he He muf certainly do what may determine him to take his mea- 
to fures. For example; let him come into England as foon as he can, 
ve and immediately fend for my Lord Somers. He is the life, the foul, 
of and the {pirit of his party, and can anfwer for it; not like the pre- 
us fent miniilers, who have no credit with theirs, any further than 
78, they ean perfvade the King to be undone. When his Majeily {peaks 
ne to my Lord Somers, he ought to do it openly and freely; and afk 
nN, him plainly, what he and nis friends can do, and will do, and what 
of they expect, and the methods they would propofe. By this the King 
in will come to make a judgment of his affairs; and he may be fure, 

that my Lord Somers will defire nothing for himfelf, or any of the 

ind impeached Lords, but will take as much care not to perplex the 
ile, King’s bufinefs, as can be defired; .and if he can do nothing his 
fhi- Majefly fhall ke, he will remain ftill zealous and affeGionate to his 
be perion and government. 

ond ‘ This is thought to be the bet way the King can take; and 
ind perhaps the only means of being able to refolve with reafon. Ie 
or? thould be confidered, that by the prefent miniftry, the Tories have 
and infinitely loft their credit, and the others have in proportion gained. 
ank It is a melancholy thing, that the King, who has more underttand- 
Are ing than asy body who comes near him, is impofed on by mounte- 
da banks, or by fuch as, he himfelf knows, hate both his perfon and 
the his government! 

and From Lord Sunderland to Lord Somers. 
ade Sept. 15. 
the * The inclofed papers * fhould have been delivered to you by a 
ally friend; but the perfon who was to have carried them to him, being 
fters out of town, it was thought better to fend them to you direétly. 
0 8 ‘ Among all the pamphlets which ere come out, there ought to 
inué have been one, to have particularly explained the proceedings of 
tit the prefent miniftry, which begun at the King’s return Jaf year 
uf. from Holland. The breaking the laft Parliament ; the late meeting 
pol- ofthis; the care which was taken by them and their friends upon 
hing the death of the King of Spain to perfuade the world that all was 
will well, and that a war would undo us; how, by this management, 
Bt the French poffeffed themfelves of Flanders, before the meeting of 
ee the Parliament ; which was thought of fo little importance to Eng- 
au _—— 

” * The two preceding letters. 
not M 3 land, 
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land, as not to be worth mentioning in the King’s fpeech; all which 
difheartened fo much our allies abroad, that the King of Portugal, 
defpairing, made a treaty wih France; and many Princes befides, 
thought it beft to be neuter, The late meeting of the Parliament 
made it be impracticable for England to be of any ule abroad this 
year, either by fea or land, there not being time to conclude trea. 
ties with the Emperor and other Princes, without which war could 
not be declared. 
Lord Somers to Lord Sunderland. 
Sept. 20, 

‘ The perfon, who has had the honour to receive the packet, de. 
fires to put the writer in mind, that, upon their lait converfation, it 
was agreed, there fhould be a perfonal friendfhip between them, in- 
dependent on all public matters. He takes things to ttand upon 
tha: foot ; and as he has always piqued himfelf on aéting the part of 
a friend very itrictly, where he has made the profeffion, fo he doubts 
not but this wll be reciprocal, Freedom muit be the neceffary con- 
fequence, and he expeét, to be freely reproved when he is wrong at 
any time, as well as plainly inftru@ed; making, once for all, this 
exprefs declaration that he will never be concerned, more or lefs, 
in any thing re ating to the pubiic, but in concurrence with, and 
under the direction of, the perfon who fent the packet. 

‘ He ts forry to read the paper which came from beyond fea, 
though he did not hope tor much, contidering how things had pafied 
this fjummer, both here and-abroad. 

* The anfwer he thinks to be written with all the good fenfe and 
good me ning polhble. He hkes every word in it, but what relates 
to him(elf; and, to put in practice the freedom he thinks fo necel- 
fary, that is wrong throughout. What is faid of him does not be- 
long to h'm, no: can he perform that which feems to be expected 
from him. The King and the fender of the packet both knew he 
never could, nor would, be a leader; and having declared under 
whom he has lifted himfelf, he hopes the part afligned him will be 
fuch, as may be practicable by one of his natural temper, and in his 

refent circumitances. He knows the King’s humour well enough 
to be fentible how little any thing faid to him will fignify, if it be 
but poffible for him to think the perfon who {peaks may have fome- 
what of his own intereft in view; and he appeals, whether in the 
condition he is now taken to ftand, any thing material can be faid, 
upon which fuch a conftruction may not be par? 

‘ He does noi fay this to decline waiting on his Majelty if it be 
thought neceflary ; and, in that cafe, will certainly fpeak his opt- 
nion clearly. But if that be the meafure to be taken, he then des 
pends upon receiving another letter, wherein the particulars of what 
is to be faid be fomewhat explained; he not only defiring, but in- 
filting upon it, that he may be certain he fays nothing at fuch a con- 
ference, without the full concurrence of the perfon by whole mea- 
fures he has refolved to aét, 

* He fays, that, under the King’s prefent refolution, there is but 
one man living can determine him to take vigorous meafures, and 
confidering who are about him, the fame perfon only can keep him 
fteady, This is as certain as any thing in nature; fo that, whatia- 

ever 








Mifcellaneous State Papers, 169 


ever is attempted, unlefs that perfon does actually take a part, will 
infallibly prove infignificant. This he does not fay to decline any 
thing of which he is capable ; but upon the deliberate weighing of 
the whole matter, and not without fome regard to the particular 
interett of the perfon himfelf, for which he will always be fincerely 
concerned. ; . . 

‘ If the prefent Parliament be to continue, he thinks that perfon 
would be in the wrong to appear; but he is of a quite different fen- 
timent, if it fhould be refolved to have another. He knows there is 
a very general good difpofition in the Whigs to unite in that per- 
fon, which he fays would have appeared in a very evident manner 
before this time, if he himfelf had not been tied up fo very ftridtly, 
as he was, from letting the good defigns of that perfon be more un- 
derftood. He leaves it to that perfon to judge, whether this con- 
duct be perfe€tly right ; becaufe at the fame time the thing is made 
a myitery to friends, who ought not to be ignorant, the enemies do 
pofitively take it for granted, and intend as malicioufly to him, as 
is poflible. Itis fit the perion fhould be informed of this matter of 
fat, which may be depended upon to be certainly true. 

‘ This being the cafe, if another Parliament conie to be refolved 
upon, why fhould not that perfon come to town as others do, fince 
the fame conitruction will certainly be made in the one cafe as in the 
other? This matter is entirely fubmitted to the perfon’s own judg- 
ment; but he afks leave to fay, that, without this, in the prefent 
junure, nothing can be brought to pafs effectually for the good 
of England. He fays, it is certainly true, which was faid in the 
anfwer, that nothing would be afked for any of the Whigs, as alfo 
what was promifed for him, as to his zeal and affection, for which 
he returns humble thanks. By the letter and anfwer, he thinks the 
news was come to neither of the parties, of the two great incidents ; 
that of the edict about the trade of England, and that of the death 
of King James, and the acknowledging the Prince of Wales. He 
thinks thofe things cannot but have confiderable effects both with 
the King and with others here. The affociation is in a manner at 
anend, The renewing that, or the carrying it yet further, may 
perhaps be practicable. Poflib!y this may be the right occafion to 
be taken for making thofe things general, which have moved fo 
luggithly hitherto. This time feems perfectly right, if the thing 
could fucceed. 

* Such a paper as is mentioned is, above all others, wanting; if 
any ways could be found to procure it. A thing of that nature has 
been promited.’ 

The following humorous letters from Mr. Robinfon, after- 
wards Lord Grantham, while he was Secretary to Mr. Walpole, 
Ambaflador in France, fhall clofe our extracts from thefe 
papers : 

Mr. Robinfon to Mr. Delafaye. 
Fontainbleau, September the 7th, 1725. N.S. 
As this place is at prefent more the fcene of diverfion chan bu- 
finefs, his Excellency, who has not written this week to Hanover, 
will have nothing to trouble his Grace.with by this poft. , 
M 4 ‘ The 


. > 
~ 
* 
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‘ The Queen arrived here on Wednefday morning about eight of 
the clock, and being retired into her apartments, icivalned there til] 
One, repofing, and preparicg herfelf tor the new fatigues of the day, 
The mufic and heralds-at-arms began the proceiion, from the 
King’s apartment, th ough Francis the Firt’s gallery, to the chapel, 
Thefe were foliowed by the Katghts of the Holy Ghost, not in the 
habits of the order, though dreit, old as well as young, in the u. 
moft magnificence. “The Prince of Conti, and the Counts Charolois 
and Clermont immediately preceded the Kiang; the Duke of Q;. 
Jeans and Mr, Le Duc being employed in fupportirg the Queen, 
His moft Chriftian Majefly, drefl in a brocade d'or, embroidered jn 
every part with gold, with a thort golden robe of the order, clofed 
this firft part of the /pedZacle : his ftar, his Holy Gaott, and the bur. 
tons of his coat, were all of diamonds; and what exceeded all this 
Jefler magnificence, was Pitt’s fingle diamond, ftuck, inftead of g 
button, in his hat. 

‘ The Queen advanced flowly under the load of her garments, 
Her train, that was fupported by Madame !a Duchefle, and other 
Princeffes, fwept half the gallery. Her crown was very fmall, and 
feemed to incommode her more by being ill fet on, than by its 
weight. She was followed by the Duchefs of Orvleans, and the 
Princefles Dowagers of Conti; and the Dames de Palais clofed the 
march, 

‘ The Queen finding herfelf fick at chapel, gave her new fubjeéts 
the opportunity of fhewing their early zeal by an expeditious demo. 
lition of al] the windows. Cardinal de Rohan performed the fervice, 
as he had done before at Strafbourg, accompanied with an exhorta 
tory harangue to their moll Chriitian Majeiites. The royal couple 
dined afierwards in public, where the Princeiles of the Blood were 
admitted to table. ‘he evening’s entertainment was a comedy and 
a fine firework, which lait is faid to have cof 140,009 livres; the 
lamps, that were placed in rows, diftributed through the parterres 
ofthe garden, amounted to 62,000, ut a livre each. ‘Their Maije- 
fties fupped in public, as they had dined; and abour one o’clock in 
the morning the young bridegroom retired to the my ferious part of 
the ceremony. 

‘ There was not any vifible morning at court. On Tharfday, 
about one o'clock, their moft Chriftian Majetties returned to chapel, 
dined by themfelves in ceremony, the evening conclading with a pro- 
menade in the Park, the Queen in a phaeton, the King and all the 
gentlemen en horfeback ; and the night ended with a concert of mu- 
fic and a public apartment. 

‘ To-day the King and all the court hunt the boar; the beginning 
of next week will be employed in receiving the public compliments; 
and the fhort mourning that is to follow for the young Duke D’Aole 
will bring things back again to their ufval channel. 

* His Excellency orders me to make you his compliments, andl 
have nothing to add, but to defire you will do me the juilice to be 
lieve me with the greateit truth and refpeét, Your’s, &c. 

From the Same to the Same. 
Fountainbleau, Sept. 16, 1725, Ne S. 

§ I have nothing particular to trouble you with fince my lait, his 

Excellency 








ncy 


Mifcellaneous State Papers. 163 


pxcellency having been pleafed to fend Lord Towafhend, of « hich 
his Grace has copies, full accounts of the audience of the foreiga 
miniliersy and of what pafied, or rather did not pafs, epon that 
occation. His mott Chritan Majetly was going to bunt; the Am- 
paftadors and other Miniiters being introduced to his bed-chamber, 
formed two lines, through which his Majeity pafled into another 
pom. ‘They had the honour to {ce the French King :' the French 
King pafled by them, and thus ended the firft audience. In that of 
the Queen, the Mioilers all crowded together in a. lictle chamber 
very much crowded already, and being named and preiented as each 
could make up, were at lait, when aii drawn together, found ina 
demi-circle, the Queen flanding between the two extremities. The 
Queen faw the Miniters, the Minifters had the honour to fee her 
Majelty ; fhe curtefied ; they bowed; and here ended the fecond au- 


‘gieace, An arch lialian propofed printing the ipeeches, but me- 


thinks thefe dumb compliments procured them more honour than 
Medire Portal, firft Prefident of the Parliament of Paris, got by all 
his eloquence ;_ he told the King that the Intanta, who was fent back 
to Spain, was fo precious and dear to the Parliament, that there was 
not one of that auguit company that would not have {pared as many 
of his own years as were wanting to complete her age. The King 
continues his hunting in the foreil, whither he is returned, and the 
Queen has mitigated his abfence with wholefome and repeated atts 
of devotion, She makes no more of a dozen mafies in a morning, 
than Hotfpur did of as many Lowland Scotchmen for his breakfail. 
Belides which fhe frequently retires into her ora‘cire, and leaves the 
middle of a party of quadrille, to throw off a fhort ejaculation in 
the next room, with as much eafe as cther ladies retire upon other 
occafions. ‘This conflant affiduity at prayer, &c. may prove per- 
nicious, if there happens to be more bigotry than true devotion in 
itt King Staniflaus leaves Wiflemburg the zoth, to proceed on his 
journey to Chambor, which place is preparing for his reception and 
retirement. 

‘lam, with the trueft and moll fincere refpea, Your’s, &c.’ 

From the Same to the Same. 
Fountainbleau, CA&tcber zoth, 1725, N.S. 

* The arrival of King Scaniflaus at Beuron, a feat belonging to 
Mr. Beringhen, about two leagues from hence, hes drawn thither 
all the court daily ever fince Tuefday lait; and perhaps the abfence 
or occupation of the Minitters, upon that account, was the reafon 
of fo long delaying this meffenger. The French King, when he 
went to fee his father-in law, was met by him at the coach door, 
and conduéted to the apartment above ftairs, where the French 
Queen’s mother attended to receive his moft Chritlian Majeity. 
There were four feats placed for their molt Chriftian and Polith 
Majefties, The firft interview continued an hour; the converfation 
turning moft upon hunting, and the French King difcourfing more 
than uiually with much gaiety and life; but it was obferved he did 
hot take great notice, or addrefled himfelf much to the Queen, his 
nother in-law. On Wednefday the 17th, King Staniflaus came ia- 
eguitoin the dufk of the evening to Fountainbleau, where he was 
iecived by the young King with the utmott affection, embraces 
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pafling upon embraces at the royal rencontre. The King left Bey. 
ron yefterday morning, which was kept a fecret from her mog 
Chriitian Majefty, to {pare her the trouble and afflition of parting 
but her Majefty is faid to have perceived, at leaving him on Thurt 
day night, that fhe was to fee-him no more, and expreffed her cop. 
cern in a fhower of tears. I am ever, with the trueft and mof per. 
fect refpect, Your's, &c.’ 

We muft now take our leave of this entertaining and valy. 
‘able collection of State Papers *, after informing our Readers, 
that the Editor of them is generally underftood to be the Ea 
of Hardwicke. 


* The letters, &c. of Lord Stair deferve diftinguithed notice; but 
we have been fufficient!y liberal in our extracts. 





Art. Il. 4 Letter to the Right Reverend the Lord Bifbop of Litchfield 
and Coventry; wherein the Importance of the Prophecies of the 
New Teftament, and the Nature of the Grand Apoitacy predi@ed 
in them, are particularly and impartially confidered. By Edward 
Evanfon, A. M. 8vo. 2s. Law. 1777. 

HEN we confider that, in matters of religious con: 
troverfy, the holy Scriptures ought to be, among 

Chriftians, the fole criterion by which fuch controverfies are to 

be determined; when we alfo obferve the different accounts 

which are given by wife and learned men, of fome fubjects of 
faith, for the fupport of which all appeal to the declarations of 

Scripture; we cannot but infer, that the conclufions or accufa 

tions, implied, if not exprefled, in even the moft candid debates, 

are too fevere, and in a great meafure groundJefs. While in the 

Trinitarian difpute, the orthodox, as they are termed, are apt to 

regard their opponents as blafphemous, thofe on the other fide the 

queftion confider them as chargeable with idolatry. May it 
not with fome appearance at leaft of juftice and truth be inferred, 
that the facred writings to which each appeal, have not with 
fufficient precifion determined on a fubjeét which has been fo 
Jong and fo warmly contefted, that it is not requifite to form 
thofe exact ideas concerning it which both fides feem to be la 
bouring for, but that each fhould content themfelves with the 
expreffions and words of Revelation? If this is indeed the cafe, 
or in truth whether it be or not, it appears that no fociety oF 
ftate have a right to form a dogma or article concerning it, by 
which they require all perfons to fquare their belief: for mere 
political or ftate religion, we apprehend, is in fact no religion 
at all, but feems rather fubverfive of real piety and integrity. 

To reflections of this kind we have been led by the ingenious 

pamphlet before us, ¢ the purpofe of which is, the Author tells 

us, to endeavour to bring the main object of the religious con 
troverfy, mentioned above, into one common, obvious point 


of view, and extricate it from that‘obfcurity, in which aie 
ition 
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flition and fophiftry have too long involved it.’ . Mr. Evanfon 
‘yes his reafons for addrefling this letter to the Bifhop of Litch- 
eld and Coventry, In the following paflage : _ 
+ That general unbelief, fays he, of revealed religion among 
the higher orders of our countrymen, which, however your 
Lordthip and I might differ in our manner of accounting for it, 
s too notorious for either of us to doubt of, hath, by a neceflary 
coniequence, produced in the majority of our prefent legiflators, 
an ablolute indifference towards retigious queftions of every 
tind, They regard religion merely in a political lizht; and 
inftead of thinking every individual concerned and interefted in 
articles of theology, confider them as the bufinefs of ecclehaftics 
only, as forming a particular department of the ftate. They are 
therefore no more inclined to hearken to remonftrances, fuge 
elted by the confcientious fcruples of any of the inferior clergy, 
while the Bifhops, Deans, and Archdeacons continue to approve 
the doctrines remonfirated againft, than they would be to attend 
tothe complaints of a jew fubalterns in the army or navy, ona 
gint, which al! the fuperior officers fhould pronounce effentially 
neceflary to the fervice. From thefe circumftances there feems 
too much reafon to apprehena, that no propofal for the revital 
and amendment of our theology and mode of public worfhip 
will be attended to by Parliament, unlefs it originates from, or, 
at leaft, is fupported by that Right Reverend Bench, of which 
our Lordfhip is one of the moft diftinguifhed ornaments. I muft 
add, that fhould fuch a propofal ever proceed trom your Lorde 
thips, the very indifference above mentioned would fecure it an 
éaly paflage througn both Houfes, as a mere official bufinefs, 
It greatly behoves your Lordfhips, therefore, to be well affured, 
that every thing in our religious eftablifhment is right in the 
fight of God; for fhould it prove otherwife, the guilt of prevent- 
ing the neceflary reformation muft reft chiefly upon your Lord- 
hips. Confiderations of this kind naturally turned my attention 
on this occafion, towards the members of your facred order; 
and the fincere efteem, which I very early contracted for your 
Lordfhip’s elegant manners and amiable difpofition, together 
with a veneration of your great learning and eminent abilities, 
foon fixed it on your Lordfhip. Befides, after your Lordfhip’s 
public difcourfes on the fubject of our articles, in Lincoln’s-Inn 
chapel, and your well attefted patronage and commendation of 
Mr. Burgh’s defence of Athanafiafm, your Lordfhip muft be 
egarded as one of the avowed, as well as ableft champions of 
the eftablifhed theology. Your Lordthip, alfo, is well known 
tohave made the Prophecies of the New Teftament your parti- 
cular ftudy: and they are moft intimately connected with the 
lubjeét of the prefent debate,’ 
3 ee | 
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I¢ will not be improper here to infert what this Author fays 
in another place, concerning the Scripture Prophecies, ag Con. 
neéted particularly with the ftndies and labours of his Lordhhip; 

‘ The gereateft fervice that can be done the caufe of trad 
Chriftianity, feems to be to turn the public attention to the 
Prophefies of Saci.d Writ, and to thoie particularly, Wherein 
the profefiors of the Chriftian faith are clearly and in an efnecial 
maner conceracd. For this reafon, 1 coniider the leQure 
founded by your Right Reverend and profoundly learned friend 
of which your Lordthip hath favoured the public with the fA 
courfe, as the moft important inflituci the kind that hak 
ever taken place among us. Yet, at the {ame tine, my Lord, 
I cannot forbear Jamenting the unworthy narrownels of its main 
view, which, fo far as I can judge from the deed of truft, js 
confined merely to the ovject of proving the church of papal 
Rome to be the apoltate, antichrifian Church, predicted by the 


Prophets, both of the Old Teftament and the New. Daring 
5 ie) 


the feeble, infant ftate of Proteftantifin, its abettors did very 
right to adopt every jultifiable method of defence ag aint the 
hoftile attacks of the Roman Catholics. And it was then na 
tural, it was then neceflury, to point out to the world thok 
prophetic fignatures, which fo ftrongly charaGerize papal 
Rome. But now, in thefe days of fecurity, as well as eft 
blifhment, it were furely a more liberal way of ftudying the 
prophecies, to aim at difcovering what their real meaning is, 
than to predetermine them toone particular fenfe, And it would 
undoubtedly be far more ufeful to us, and much more becoming 
us as Chriftians, to examine whether we ourfelves are right, 
rather than amu(e ourfelves with difcovering what other churches 
are wrong.’ 

By this time, we imagine, our readers perceive fomewhat of 
the main defien of this publication; a view cf which we 
wifhed to Jay before them, and perhaps cannot do it better than 
by inferting a paflage at the clofe of the pamphlet ; in which the 
writer fays, * To bring the whole into one point of view, the 
cafe appears to me to ftand thus: Both in the Jewifh and 
Chrittian fcriptures an appeal 1s made to the completion of pre- 
dicted events, as the only infallible criterion between a real and 
pretended Revelation; aud we are, in an efpecial manner, ft 
ferred to the /pirit of prophecy, as the teffimony of Fefus. From 
hence it neceilarily follows, that either thofe prediétions of the 
Gofpel, which ought to have occurred before the prefent date of 
the Chriftian 2ra, muft have really come to pafs, or elle tht 
Gofpel itfelf is falf2. The grand object of thofe prophecies is 4 
Catholic apoftacy, from the true and rational religion of Jefus 
Chrift, to a my/lerious, bla/phemous, idolatrous fuper/lition, undet 
the delufive influence of which the people would turn away ther 
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from the truth, and rejec? found doétrine, and adopt fables and 
Me sid ite room. Such a religion muft needs be fundamen- 
ey eotally erroneous. Since therefore every eftablifhed 
Chriftendom, from the fourth century to our own 
“nes, hath been built on one and the fame orthodox foundation, 
ria adopted the very fame primary efiential articles of re- 
cates doGtrine and belief, either they have all apoltatized from 
the true Chriftian faith, according to the tenor of thefe prophe- 
cies, or no fucn apoltacy hath happened. . In other words, 
ther the Chriflian revelation is not ire, or toe religion of every 
wrthodox church in Europe ts fabulous or alfe. 

It is not practicable for us to enter minutely into the argue 
ments by which this writer, as others alfo have done, endea- 
yours to prove, that though the prophetic accounts of Antie 
chrift relate undoubtedly to papal Rome, they alfo refer to 
other churches, and indeed to ali according to the degree in 
which the civil power has interfered to model their faith and 


church in 


manners. Some fhort extracts we may give, and among the — 


reft the following : . 
‘The name of the man of fin*, neither your Lordhhip, nor 


any other approved commentator, {uppofes to fignify any one 
particular man, but merely a human power poflefied and ac- 
tually exerted by a fucceffion of different men. And it is not 
exfy to conceive, how any one fhould have underftood that 
phrafe in a more limited fenfe, who well confidered this pre- 
dition and compared it with the apocalypfe of St. John, or even 
who attended to the obvious meaning of fimilar expreffions in 
other parts of the fame apoitle’s writings. For as the man of 
Ged¢ evidently means not any particular man, but every fincere 
and good Chriftian, in all nations and ages of the world, fo the 
man of jin undoubtedly fignifies not any one man alone, but 
every man, or number of men, in all ages, and I muft add, in 
all places too (though there, perhaps, your Lordfhip will not 
agree with me), whofe peculiar ftation and circumftances fhall 
be found to correfpond to the prophetic defcription here given 
uss—-——T’o warrant the application of the prophecy folely to 
the hierarchy of Rome two things are neceflary, which to me 
appear abfolutely impraCticable; the one, to demonftrate that 
no ecclefiaftics befide thofe of Rome, have ever tyrannically 
invaded the religious rights and liberties of confcientious Chri- 
ftians; the other to fhew that no civil power ever ufurped fuch 
afupreme authority in matters of religion as belongs to God 
alone, nor ever enacted and enforced on its fubjects, any articles 
of faith and terms of the Chriftian covenant contrary to or even 
befides thofe which the exprefs word of God hath declared to 


a 





° 2 Thef. ii. 3—12. + 2 Tim. iit. 67. 
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be neceffary to fa'vation. ’Till thefe be done, not only the 
Roman Catholic, but every unprejudiced perfon, will be apt to 
accufe your Lordfhip of partiality and a want of your ufyy 
candou:, in the exclufive application of this prophecy to the 
Pope. For let us fuppofe, what | for my own part am tho, 
roughly convinced of, that the defpotic fupremacy, claimed and 
exercifed by the Bifhop of Rome, in all religious concerns 
certainly brings him within the line of the prophetic defcription 
and conflirutes him St. Paul’s man of fin. When our i 
Henry the Eighth, from motives of mere perfonal refentmen 
thought fit to transfer that very fame fupremacy from the perfog 
of the Pope to himfelf, within the Jimits of his own domi. 
nions ;—had not he alfo every feature of the man of fin? Nay, 
even in the days of reformation, and the reigns of Proteftane 
princes, when by virtue of the very fame aflumed authority anj 
fupreme power in religious affairs, and by the fame mode of 
ecclefiaitical jurifdiction, numbers of con{cientious perfons were 
imprifoned, fined, tortured, and even burnt to death, for not 
profefiing, or not conforming to, what they were firmly per. 
fuaded was repugnant to the commands of God, were none of 
the diftinguifhing marks of this prediéted, imptous power, to 
be diftinguifhed in our own country? Or fhail.the fame charac. 
ters be allowed to denote the man of God in England, whicn jn 
Italy ferve to point out the man of fin and fon of perdition? | do 
not mean by this method of argument, to infinuate any particu 
Jar accufation againft either the civil government or the eccle- 
fiaftical polity of our own nation. I know not any one efta- 
blifhed church, nor any principality in Europe, which is not 
equally liable to the charge. Sc early as in the fourth century, 
when Conftantine interpofed his imperial power to eftablith the 
creed of the Nicene Fathers, as the true and only ftandard of 
the orthodox faith, to be profefled by all his fubjeéts, St Paul’s 
man of fin was clearly manifefted. And from that time to the 
prefent, every fucceilive power, whether civil or ecclefiattical, 
fingle, or independent, or both together in alliance, which hath 
in any degree abridged that liberty in religious matters where- 
with Chrift hath made all his difciples free— every fuch power, 
wherever it may be fituated, is indifputably the finful power 
characterifed in this celebrated prediction of St. Paul.’ 

Dr. Hurd, in the courfe of his fermons againft popery, had 
replied to the Bithop of AZeaux, who endeavoured to defend the 
church of Rome from the charge of being Antichriftian. OQ 
which Mr. Evanfon obferves, it is curious to remark, that io 
this argument between your Lordfhip and the Bifhop of Meaux, 
as between all Proteftant and Papitt writers on the fame fub- 
jet, it is fuppoled on both fides, that the church of Rome's 
really a true church of Chrift, and that the fundamental — 
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of her religion are the fundamental articles of the Chriftian co- 
venant, Bn the part of the Papifts indeed it cannot be othere 

fe, And when we compare the fundamental religious articles 
egity eftablifhed church in Chriftendom with thofe of the 
church of Rome, we cannot wonder that the fame principle 
fhould be aflumed by them alfo; for fhould the religion of the 
church of Rome turn out, at laft, to be repugnant to the cove- 
nant of the Gofpel, every orthodox church in Europe would 
have caufe to tremble at the confequences. — But, while it con- 
cerns the Proteftant churches fo deeply, that the church of Rome 
fhould not be condemned too far, it muft furely make every 
impartial by-ftander fmile: to fee Divines of your Lordthip’s 
learning and abilities define Antichrif? to be a power, that* 
maintains a direé? enmity and oppofition to Chrifi, and write pro- 
felledly to demonftrate, that the Roman Catholic church is the 
church of Antichrift, and yet at the fame time allow her to be 
atruechurch of Chrift. Surely, my Lord, the fame church can 
no more be both Chriftian and Antichriftian at the fame time, 
than light and darknefs can exift together ; or than Chrift and 
Antichrift can be the fame perfon. ‘The true and only anfwer 
to Mr. Boffuet’s objection is, that the church which is pro- 
felledly the object of this prophecy (in the Revelations of St. 
John) is no more a Chriftian church than Pagan Babylon her- 
felf; her religion, inftead of being agreeable to the truth and 
fobernefs of the Gofpel covenant, is fabulous, falfe, bla/phemous, 
and idolatrous, for this very reafon, inftead of being defcribed 
as wedded to Chrift, fhe is reprefented as the common profti- 
tute of the princes of the Roman empire, depending on them 
alone, for her eftablifhment, her authority, and her fubfiftence : 
aud becaufe, during that {piritual tyranny, which, it is pre- 
dicted, her royal paramours would affume and exercife in her 
behalf, the true religion of Jefus Chrift would no where find 
toleration, we are taught by the infpired Prophet, that, fo long 
as that impious ufurpation fhall laft, there will be no church in 


marriage-contract with Chrif2, but that when the predicted period’ 


lhall arrive, at which the fame powers, that eftablifhed it, fhall 
abolifh the Antichriftian apoftacy, then, and not ’till then, the 
marriage of the Lamb will take place, and his wife fhall have 
made her felf ready.’ 

Mr. Evanfon remarks another miftake both of Papifts and 
Proteftants, concerning this prophecy of St. John, viz. that 
the city Lalylon is a prophetic fign, intended to /ignify fome 
particular city of modern times. But he obferves the figurative 
— Babylen the Great, or that great city, the harlot of the kings 
of the earth are manifettly oppofed to thofe of Ferufalem, the holy 
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city, or the new “ferufalem, the Spouje of Chrift. © And therefy 
{ays he, fince the type cannot denote any one particular city 

but muft neceflarily include in its fignification every fociey 
of true Chriftians, who embrace and practife the pure religion of 
the gofpel, and acknowledge no lord or lawgiver in religious con. 
cerns but Jefus Chrift ; fo the former cannot be confined to ap 

one church or city, but muft needs extend to every fociety in 
every nation, by whatfoever denomination they may call them 
felves, who adopt the Autichrifiian, or which [ take to be per 
feétly fynonimous, the orthodox fuperftition, which temporal 
power alone hath eftab'ifhed, and alone continues to uphold, 
In this fenfe, my Lord, there is, indeed, in many particulars 
a very ju/? and firiking corre{pondence between the thing fignifed 
and the fren. For as Babylon was the fource of ancient, fo hath 
the ort edox Church been ot modern idolatry. As Babylon firk aimed 
at univerial empire, and enflaved the nations around it, fo the 
orthodox church firtt attempted to eftablifh an univerfal empire 
over confcience, and enflaved the minds of men. As the 
defpot of Babylon decreed, that all who would not worthip the, 
image he had thought fit to erect, fhould be deftroyed in the 
burning fiery furnace, fo the princes of the orthodox church con. 
demned thofe, who refufed to conform to the idolatry they had 
eftablifhed to perifh at the frery fate.—As Babylon defolated 
and laid wafte Jerufalem, led captive the people of [frael, and 
compelled them to violate the principles of the law of Mofes,— 
fo the orthodox church hath ruined and enthralled the church of 
Chrift, and compelled the profeflors of Chriftianity to contra 
dict the very fpirit and firft principles of the Gofpel, and openly 
to embrace her catholic faith and idolatrous mode of worhhip: 
Laftly, As the Aflyrian metropolis projected the impracticable 
fcheme of an univerfal union of mankind, and erected a common 
centre of unity for that purpofe, which ended in the difunion 
and entire feparation of the people from each other, by the 
confufion of tongues; fo the orthodox church, whercfoever it hath 
been eftablifhed, hath erected a common ftandard of religious 
belief, and wildly and vainly endeavoured to accomplifh an unl 
verfal agreement of opinion and uniformity of doctrine, and the 
attempt hath ended in the divifion and fub-divifion of Chriftes- 
dom, into a very Babel of contending herefies, and differing 
modes of fanaticifm and fuperftition.’ 

This Author does not fail to apply his remarks to the church 
eftablifhed in this country; but the bounds to which we at 
confined do not admit of our adding other obfervations, of 0 
our taking due notice of his explication of foe part of tht 
prediGtion in the Revelation, which we doubt not would & 
acceptable to many readers, 
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In the clofe of the pamphlet he fays, ° I have now, however, . 
done all that is in my power towards that neceflary reformation 
in our religion, which, I am confident, muft ere long take 
place, notwithftanding all the oppofition of the Hierarchy, and 
of fo large a majority of the clergy, and have fo far fatisfied my 
confcience, in the difcharge of what I believe to be my duty on 
this occafion, as a member of the eftablifhed church, a good 
citizen of my country, and a fincere difciple of Jefus Chrift. 
My next ftep fhall be, and that fpeedily, (unlefs, beyond my 
expectation, the difpofition of the legiflature towards this im- 
ortant bufinefs fhould be greatly altered) to demonftrate, that, 
while I have fo clofely attended to the meaning of fome other 

arts of the prophetic vifion of St. John, I have not been re- 

rdlefs of that pathetic, heavenly admonition *, which in your 
Fordthip’s opinion, made it the duty of the Proteftants to fepa- 
rate from the communion of the church of Rome.’ 

This laft declaration, we are informed, Mr. Evanfon has 
now fulfilled, by refigning his living; and we therefore wifh 


‘ him all that peace and comfort which ought. to be wifhed in 


favour of every one who acts, as this worthy Writer has done, 
on principles of confcience. + H 
* Rev. xviii. 4, 5. Come out of ber my people, &c. e 


ni 


Art. III. Letters of certain Fews to Monfieur de Voltaire: Contain- 
ing an Apology for their own People, and forthe Old Teftament ; 
with critical RefleGions, and a fhort Commentary, extraéted from 
apreater, ‘T'ranflated by the Rev. Philip Lefanu, D.D. 8vo. 
2Vols. 12s. bound. Dublin printed ; fold by Wallis in London. 


HATEVER applaufe may be due to the vivacity of M. 

de Voltaire’s genius, the brilliancy of his wit, and the 
fine turn of his humour, he certainly merits cenfure for the lu- 
dicrous and contemptuous manner in which he has treated the 
Scriptures, Separate from the confideration that thefe writings, 
which he attacks with fuch malignity, are held facred by great 
humbers of mankind,—fhould we regard them merely as human 
compofitions, the mifreprefentations of them with which this 
author is chargeable feem to manifeft a rancorous fpirit; and 
could not but juftly expofe him to fevere rebukes. Whether 
men are believers in revelation or not, if they have any can- 
dour, and integrity of mind, we fhould fuppofe they cannot 
avoid uniting to condemn this part of his conduct. The 
praife or the refentment of mankind are now, indeed, of {mall 
moment to him, but his works remain; and if it is equitable 
that no tribute of commendation fhould be withheld from what 
Is fprightly, inftructive, and pleafing, in his works, it is equally 
fequifite that thofe parts of them which tend to miflead and in- 
jure any of his readers, fhould be pointed out, and receive due 
‘orection, This has bcen done toa confiderable degree during the 


Rev, Sept. 1778. N life 








178 = Letters from certain Jews to Monfieur de Voltaire, 


life of the author, As to the prefent work (for it has pafeg 
through feveral impreffions) even its laft edition was publithed 
before the deceafe of M. de Voltaire. 

A fhort account of this performance, as it firft appeared jn 
the original French, was given in the Appendix to the forty. 
firtt volume of the Review, p. 562. We have fince learned 
that the Public are indebted for it to the Abbé Gueneé, ancient 
Profeffor of Rhetoric in the univerfity of Paris*. The work, 
confiderably enlarged fince its firft appearance, is Now tranflated 
into our own language; and it is to be wifhed that thofe who 
have met with the objections urged by M. Voltaire, might al 
perufe the anfwers which are given by this Writer, and other 
able advocates for the {criptures. 

It muft be acknowledged that there are many difficulties at. 
tending the writings of the Old Teftament ; perhaps there may 
be fome which at this diftance of time, or through ignorance of 
particular circumftances, it may not be poffible entirely to re. 
move, but we know of none that have fufhcient weight to ba 
Jance the ftrength of argument and evidence in favour of thefe ’ 
writings. Every kind of attention is to be paid to the per 
plexjtyes of candid inquirers after truth, but when it appears 
chatihen are raifing objections, merely for the fake of propofing 
them in a farcaftic manner, or with a malignant defign, little 
regard is to be paid to them, any farther than as it is expedient 
to prevent the injury which others may receive from their ef- 
forts. In the number of fuch adverfaries, we apprehend, M. 
de Voltaire is to beranked. He has been very induftrious in col- 
Jeéting, from different writers, and among the reft, ftom Englifh 
writers, fuch as’Tindal, Collins, Bolingbroke, and_ others, 
whatever might be offered to the difadvantage of the fcriptures. 
Thefe materials-he has embellifhed by the lively fallies of a 
poignant wit, on which account they have been greedily re 
ceived ; while the anfwers which have been formerly given, 
and are now repeated, are perhaps little known, or if known, 
being written in a lefs entertaining manner, though they con 
tain folid truth, are neglected and forgotten. : 

Tbe Tranflator of thefe Letters remarks that M. Voltaire fele 
dom gives any thing from his own fund, and that even when 
he is original, we have no reafon to admire his learning or ace 
curacy. He farther obferves, that the prefent work, abitratted 
from its direct defign to remove the afperfions caft on the Jewith 
nation and religion, may be very ufeful to thofe who read the 
{criptures; as many difficult parts of it are here explained, and 
the deiftical objetions anfwered. He makes. fome apology fot 
the high refpect with which the Auther’s antagonift is fome- 
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times treated, by adding, ‘ The reader muft not lay too great 
fiefs on the encomiums which are given to M. de Voltaire 
through this work. Some of them are ironical, and others are 
inferted in order to keep up that fpirit of polite difputation 
which the author generally adheres to. _As a poet and an hifto- 
rian, M. de Voltaire has met with merited applaufe ; but he is 
very far from being equally well qualified for the office of a 
critic on the facred writings.” The encomiums here mentioned 
are principally to be found in the firft and {malleft part of this 
work, written under the character of certain Portugueze Jews. 
In the letters from certain Polifh and German Jews, they are 
not fo numerous, or are however attended at times with fome 
degree of afperity. : 

Some of the firft letters contain a defence of the modern Jew’, 
and, as we intimated in a former account, are rather partial, 
being principally confined to the Spanifh and Portugueze Jews, 
while their Polifh and German brethren are in fome meafure left 
under the lafh of their caftizator. But the letters under the 
name of the latter, which are attended with a commentary, 
conftitute the greateft part of thefe volumes, and are to thé 
Public in general by far the moft important. 

In the introduétory letter, after fome handfome compliments 
and expreffions of the pleafure with which they read fome of 
the works of Voltaire, cur fuppofed Ifraelites proceed to fpeak 
of his Treatife on Toleration, which, fay they,—* We read with 
that avidity which the very title of it would raife in men who 
profefs a relig’on that is not eftablifhed any where, and which 
is{carcely tolerated in moft countries. What was our furprize, 
when, in a wo:k that announces gentlenefs and humanity, and 
whofe defign feems to be, to bind ftill fafter thofe cords of love 
which fhould unite men, we found you once more treating out 
people, our facred writings, and every thing that is dear to usy 
ina manner fo different from that character of equity and mo- 
deration which you aflume! Could we expeét to find fo much 
prejudice, and fo much hatred, againft an unhappy people in 
the works of a philofopher, who pafles for the friend and recon- 
ciler of the human race? 

* We were ftruck efpecially with a long note, inferted at the 
twelfth article, in which you colleé the principal objections of 
fome modern writers againft -he Pentateuch, and where, by the 
moft odious imputations, you give over the memory of our an- 
ceftors to the execration of all nations.’ 

The reflections contained in this note, (which is inferted at 
length) on the Jews, and the five books of Mofes, furnifh em< 
ployment for the ten firft letters : and in truth, in the courfe of 
thefe letters, there appears to have been fo many miftakes, mif+ 
teprefentations, and contradictions in what M. Voltaire has faid 
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on the fubje&t in queftion, that it is really wonderful how, 
man, folicitous for fame, and’ elated by applaufe, as Voltaire 
certainly was, could fuffer himfelf, for the fake of indulging g 
bold vein of humour, to be fo expofed by thofe who were willing 
to examine his criticifms with attention. For inftance, Hoy 
could Mofes write the Pentateuch ? It mui be done on flone. When 
could he find engravers in the wildernefs, where they had no perfoy 
to furnifh them with cloathing, or even to mend their fandals ; where 
they were deficient in the mof? neceffary arts, and could not even ge 
bread made. Such and other queftions are anfwered with acuy. 
nefs, with humour, and with flrength. ‘* Admire, fays the 
Author of thefe Letters, in a note, the folidity of the following 
arguments: the Ifraelites in the wildernefs for want of bread, 
lived on manna; therefore they had loft the art of baking. They 
were deficient in leather and ftuffs; theretore they had neither 
fhoemakers nor taylors ; therefore they had loft their engravers, 
and the art of engraving: therefore Mofes is not the author of 
the Pentateuch, Is not this reafoning truly philofophical? 
Suppofe I faid, the Hebrews, who had no bakers in the wilder. 
nefs, had probably no cooks, therefore when quails fell into 
their camp, they fell ready roafted, or they eat them raw; theres 
fore they roafted Agag, and fed on human fiefh, This would 
be a feeble imitation of this modern logic.” 

‘ But, fay our pretended Jewifh correfpondents, why could 
they not make bread? Was it becaufe the art of baking was 
loft, and that bakers were wanting ? Not at all, but becaufe 
meal was wanting. The fame thing may be affirmed of the 
other arts, which you mention. Neither fhoemakers nor tay- 
lors were wanting, but leather and ftuff. That is, if we fupe 
pofe they were really wanting. —And why did no engravers tee 
main, thefe fo neceflary artifts, at leaft according to your hy- 
pothefis? There is the lefs reafon to fuppofe a deficiency of 
them, becaufe probably neither wood nor ftones could be want. 
ing for engraving, aithough ftuff might be wanting to make 
clothes, and leather to mend fandals.—The I{raclites arrived at 
Mount Sinai, forty-eight days after their going out of Egypt. 
Is it probable that in fo fhort a time, they loft all their engra- 
vers? And if there was a mortality among the people, why do 
you make it fall on thofe artifts in particular? What! was 
there not one or two of them left, who while they fojourned at 
the foot of this mountain, could have formed difciples? No 
mafters and fcholars, they muft all die? Alas, Sir, this is very 
hard, to be obliged to kill fo many men, in order to get rid of 
one difficulty! ‘Truft me, let us rather permit them to live, 
and let us agree in this point, .that the Ifraelites in the wilder- 
nefs had not loft their arts, nor their artifts ; this is the mol 
natural and probable fuppofitiou,’ 
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In another fection, entitled Refledions on the 9 ot opinion, 
they proceed thus, addrefling Mr. Voltaire, * Let us ftop a 
moment to confider the extraordinary pretenfions of the Quaker, 
who is the interpreter of your thoughts. ‘* You ought not to 
be ignorant, fays he to the Bifhop, with the moft dogmatic air, 
that they then wrote on nothing but ftone.” 

‘ You ought not to be ignorant.—We may be ignorant of this 
without failing in any duty. An abfurd opinion is not a piece 
of knowledge which we are under any obligation of acquiring. 

¢ That they wrote on nothing but flone.—I might as well fay that 
the Jews hewed nothing but the granite ftone, and built nothing 
but pyramids. Do arts begin by their moft difficult parts? Is 
this, Sir, their ufual progrefs? But let us liften to this primi- 
tiveman, and fee his proofs. ‘* T’hey wrote on nothing but 
ftone, fays he, becaufe it is faid in the book of Jofhua, that 
he wrote Deuteronomy on ftones.” Very well: fuppofe we 
were to fay, the treaty which was made fome years ago, be- 
tween the Ruffians and the Chinefe, on the frontiers of both 
empires, was there written on ftone: therefore, fome years ago, 
the Ruffians wrote on nothing but flone, and the Chincfe knew 
not the ufe of ink or paper. Would you find this reafoning 
very juft? Yet this is the way your Quaker reafons: he fud- 
denly draws a conclufion from the particular to the univerfal. 

‘ From what the fcripture obferves, that the Decalogue, and, 
according to him, Deuteronomy were written on ftone, he in- 
fers that they wrote on nothing elfe: he fhould have drawn, I 
think, a quite contrary inference from this. In faét would the 
fcripture have obferved, that the Decalogue and Deuteronomy, 
or rather a part of Deuteronomy, were written on ftone, if they 
had then no other way of writing? And why, as writing is fo 
often mentioned in the Pentateuch, is the writing on flone mene 
tioned only in thefe two places ?’?— 

‘ If in the time of Mofes, they wrote on nothing but ftone, 
the city of Cariat Sepher, of which, by the way, you are pleated 
tomake a country, muft have been a noble magazine of ftones, 
if the Canaanites wrote at all, for it was according to you, the 
place where the records of the nation were kept, when the Hebrews 
entered Paleftine: the book of accounts of the merchants of Tyre, 
who no doubt wrote much *, were great heaps of ftones; and 
the leaves of Sanchoniatho’s book, fo many polifhed flones :— 
Your Quaker fwallows all thefe abfurdities. In truth, Sir, is 

in earneft, or is he playing on the ignorance of his readers ? 

* It is however certain that at that time they did not write on 

one: But what did they write on it? Public memoriais, fays 
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* M. de Voliaire in his Defence de mon Oncle, cbferves that Tyre 
Was Called the country of Luoks, the country of records. 
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the learned Count de Caylus. Then, as well as now, they 
were engraved on {tone or brafs, as they were intended to refig 
the injuries of weather, and the duration of time. But as for 
every thing elfe, it was written, as at this day, on every fube 
{tance that could receive writing.’ 

Deceived, Voltaire obferves in the note, when fpeaking of 
fome writers he mentions, Deceived by the humanity and goodne|; 
of their hearts, they cannot believe that Mojes flaughtered twenty. 
three thoufjand men, to expiate the crime of the golden calf, or tha 
fo many men would have fuffered themfelves tamely to be flaughtered 
by the Levites without the heip of another miracle. 

‘It feems then, reply thefe fons of Ifrae], that your learned men 
do not think that there were twenty-three thoufand men killed jp 
this action. Nor we neither, Sir. But, however, the argu 
ments of thofe critics do not appear to us the founder for this 
reafon. Let us, with your leave, examine them, 

‘ Humanity, goodneis of heart, prevent them from believing, 
&c. &c. You fay that this goodnefs of heart deceives them, 
Perhaps you are right, for it is not according to the weak fup. 
pofitions of men that God regulates his judgment and his ven- 
geance. Too reafon only ina political light, do they knowex. 
aétly how far it was proper to carry feverity in order to keep 
this intractable multitude in awe of the legiflator, in an attach. 
ment to their religion, that principal part and bafis of all legiflation? 
Humanity and goodnefs of heart are not the only virtues which 
the head of a great nation ought to poflefs. He fhould befides be 
firm and /evere, more e{pecially when the tranfgreflors are in great 
numbers, and the tranfgreflion enormous. Now that of the 
Hebrews was fo much fo, that your writers have juft now pro. 
nounced it inconceivable. 

© Twenty-three thoufand men flaughtered by the Levites! To 
hearken to thofe great critics would induce one to believe that 
thefe Levites were but an handful of trembling priefts, But in 
the text things are very different. Thefe Levites are no lefs 
than all the fans of Levi, a4 tribe which you know was not the 
leaft warlike * of the twelve, nor probably the leaft attached to 
Moles. Even fuppofe that part of this tribe had been involved 
in the general tranfgreffion, and let us fuppofe the number of 
the Levites who were drawn out againft the tranfyreffors to have 
been 19 or 12000. Is it impoffible that 10 or 12,000 men 
fhould kill 23,000? And was a miracie neceflary to enable 10 
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* Atthe time of this a@tion the Levites had not yet been conle- 
crated to the altar: they bore arms like the reft of the Ifraelites 
This obfervation fhould not have efcaped Mr. de Voltaire. Alter 
their confecration, though exempted from military fervice, they wert 
eften {een Sighting in our armigg, 
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eri2,0c0 men in arms, animated by the command of the legiflator, 
and by zeal for their religion, to maflacre a people who were 
taken ‘by {urprize and unarmed, and who were intimidated by 
remorfe for their crime, and by the fear of punifhment ? How 
many much more aftonifhing events does prophane hiftory ree 
fate which nobody ever called in queftion ? Therefore the rea- 
fonings of your writers are but weak arguments even apainit 
our Vulgate verfion of the Bible. — 

‘ Now if they prove nothing againft the Vulgate verfion, what 
fuccels will they have againft the anciént verfions, the Greek, 
Syriac, Chaldaic, which reduce thefe 23,cco men to 30c0 f 
What fuccefs will they have efpecially againft the Hebrew text ? 
According to this text, which is the only one we are bound to 
defend, there were only about 30co men flaughtered. is it, the 
fault of the facred writers if your tranflators have written the 
word twenty inftead of about ? 

‘ Now let the number be thus reduced, and what becomes 
of the impoffibility of 23,000 men being flaughtered by the Le- 
vites, or of the neceflity of a miracle to comprehend it, or of 
all the empty declamations of your critics ? 

¢ However, fay you, there remain 3°00 men killed. Is this 
nothing? This, at leaft, Sir, may be called a reafonable objec- 
tion. Yet, if we are not miftaken, the difficulty may be re- 
duced to this point, whether when the number of the guilty 
amounts to 3c00 God can punifh them. If you deny this pro- 
pofition, produce your proofs, we promife to anfwer yeu.’ 

‘Is it poffible, fay Mr. de Voltaire’s critics, Js it conceivable 
that Aaron and the Hebrews, after all the mighty mtracles they had 
been fome of them witneffes to, and the former even the co- operator, 
hoould, notwithftanding, proftitute their incenfe to a vain idol ? 

‘Js it not extraordinary, Sir, reply our Ifraelites, that wri- 
ters who fo often calumniate our fathers, and impute to them, 
without fcruple or foundation, horrid deeds, fhocking to thoughr, 
yet obftinately refufe to believe too real a crime, which the moft 
ancient of our writings relates, and all our records atteft, 

‘It muft be allowed, that this breach of faith, as well as 
many others, of which our fathers were guilty, has fomething 
in it extraordinary, and that it fhews this people had a very 
ftrange untowardnefs of mind, and hardnels of heart. And 
agreeably to this, the books of Mofes are full of fharp and bitter 
teproaches for thefe things, which he ceafed not to caft on 
them. But on what grounds do the authors of thofe traéts hold 
thofe facts to be impoffible ? 

* They judge probably. of our fathers by themfelves. But 
fst, they wrong themfelves; they are polifhed people, and of 
enlightened underftandiugs, But the Hebrews were ignorant 


and barbarous, 
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‘ Befide, are they competent judges of their own hearts? 
Have they calculated exactly, how many obftacles to the efficac 
of miracles, might proceed from the natural frailty of man, 
the hurry of paffions, the blindnefs of prejudice, the errors of a 
prefumptuous philofophy, which raifes difputes on every thing, 
and ftrives to draw every thing within its narrow perfpective? 

© Why fhould the fight of fome miracles work on them- 
thofe effeéts, which the daily wonders they were witnefles to 
cannot produce? The great fpectacle of nature, for inftance, 
more ftriking in the eye of wifdom, and more awful to them 
than the fea divided, the water flowing from the bofom of rocks, 
or Mount Sinai refounding with the heavenly trump, and the 
crath of thunder? Let them examine themfelves, and try whether 
their defires have been always pure, and their aéctions innocent, 
What! Although filled with the fublimeft notions of the 
fanéctity of the law of nature, and of the obedience due to the 
Supreme Legiflator, who hath written it on their hearts. Al. 
though witnefles to his works, and breathing only by his good. 
will, they dare to infringe his commands, and yet they cannot 
conceive how the Hebrews could tranfgrefs, after fo many mi- 
racles! The one is not more inconceivable than the other; 
there is the fame blindnefs on both fides. 

‘ No, Sir, neither the moft ftriking miracles, nor the moft 
fplendid wonders of nature, can fix man invariably, in the right 
way. Every thing depends on the difpofitions of thofe who 
are witnefles to them. While fome of a juft way of thinking, 
acknowledge in one as well as in the other, the power of the 
Almighty, and the evident traces of his wifdom and goodnefs, 
how many others of a perverfe and prefumptuous caft, will fee 
nothing in them but juggling and deceit, blind chance, or ne-- 
ceffary combinations! How many other heavy, thoughtlefs 
creatures, flaves of habit and paffion, look on them with a ftupid 
jndifference only, without drawing any conclufions from them, 
for the regulation of their lives; or elfe contradiét every day, 
in their conduct, the canfequences which they had drawn? 

¢ Laftly, Writers who look on miracles as fo many abfurdi- 
ties, and who deny not only the exiftence, but alfo poffibility of 
them, do not appear to us competent judges of their efficacy on 
the human heart. Hence thofe mighty oppofers of revelation, agree 
but ill with one another on this head. If fome of them per- 
fuade themfelves' that miracles would have a power irrefiftible, 
others are of a very different opinion. dake the tame walk, {ays 
one of thofe critics, or the dumb fpeak, raife the dead, I foal ict 
be fhaken. Here certainly we have a man well convinced that 
miracles may be refifted, and who probably would not yield to 
them. Who knows but there might be among the Hebrews, 
 fome heads conftructed like this philofopher’s, wio-in the “ 
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of falfe reafoning, would have thought themfelves, as he fays, 
mare fure of thetr arguments than of their eyes. 

¢ The wonders therefore worked for our forefathers, and be- 
fore their eyes, although they rendered their tran{greffions more 
criminal, yet did not make them either impoflible or inconceiv- 
able. Neither miracles, nor the prodigies of nature, captivate 
the will. And he that has wrought them, or fees them wrought, 
ceafes not, on that account, to be a man, that is to fay, a 
week finful being. Muft Jews be obliged to recall thefe things 
to the minds of Chriftians? Is it our province to inform them, 
that God can communicate his power to men, without depri- 
ving them of their frailty ?” : 

Many other paffages from thefe volumes, perhaps more ac- 
ceptable than thofe we have inferted, we could with pleafure 
lay before our Readers, but it would fwell our Article too much, 
Thefe we have now given will enable them to form a proper 
idea of the work, and of the tranflatton. We fhall fatisfy our- 
felves with adding a fhort paflage from the conclufion, relative 
to Mr. Voltaire’s reply to this work, of which we have given 
fome account *. In this reply, among other things, he fays, 
“ You forget in what age you are writing. Your trifling fatire 
will be difregarded by gentcel people of fome learning.” * We have 
anfwered,’ they fay, * your trifling criticifms, without any tris 
fing fatire; nothing is more diftant from our views and cha¢ 
racter than fatire.’ 

‘ Genteel people of fome learning have, you know, honoured 
our letters with their approbation, and you probably had not a 
yery low opinion of them fince you deigned to anfwer them. 

‘We forget what age we write in! And do you not forget 
it yourfelf, Sir, more than any body; you who in the eigh+ 
teenth century, would make your cotemporaries believe, that in 
Mofes’ time, the records of the city of Phenicia, the accounts 
of their merchants, the books of their writers, &c. thofe of San- 
choniatho, of Job, of Thaut, &c. were written on ftone, pro- 
bably for the convenience of the Readers, and the facility of 
carriage. You, who believe yourfelf an artift, and who pre- 
tend that among all the founders and goldfiniths of the cigh 
teenth century, there is not one who ¢an, without the help of 
amiracle, caft a golden calf, coarfely executed, in lefs than fix 
months; you, who in order to prove it, ftate the procefles which 
are ufed when mafter-pieces are caft, fuch as the ftatues in pub- 
lie places; and who believe your cotemporaries weak enough to 
be taken in by this vain parade ? You who fet up for a chemift, 
amdé in 1744, know no other potable gold than that of mounte- 

anks ; who, in 1771, fo many years after Stahl, know not, 
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or would wifh to conceal from your readers, that chemical] pro. 
cefs which he difcovered, and which no chemift or learner in 
chemiltry is ignorant of? You who fay, and repeat a thoufand 
times in £771, that the Jews offered human vidtims to God. 
that their Jaw commanded thefe deteftable facrifices ; that they 
were anation of cannibals; and that their prophets promife 
them as a feaft that they fhould eat the flefh of horfe and man} 
&c. If you are writing all thefe fine things, Sir, for the age 
ou live in, what an idea muft you have of it? 

© On the whole, Sir, we think it our duty to make this pub. 
lic declaration before we conclude ; the multitude of miftakes, 
contradictions, and bad arguments, which we have pointed out 
in your writings, and fo many more which might be pointed 
out, fhall never diminifh our efteem for your perfonal qualities, 
or our admiration of your talents. Notwithftanding the bitter. 
nefs of your anfwer, and the fharpnefs of our reply; thefe 
fhall never take any thing from the fincerity of our encomiums, 
or the fervour of our good wifhes for your welfare. 

‘ We affirm it with fatisfaction; no writer of this age has 
run fo fplendid a career as you have done. Enjoy the glory you 
have acquired ; rule over the empire of letters by your talents, 
and over the country you inhabit by your benevolence. Let 

our eftate continue to be an afylum to the unfortunate, there 
cherifh difcontented induftry, encourage population, give life 
to agriculture. Let French veffels fail freely on your lake, and 
be indebted for this to your cares and fortune. Raife ftatues to 

our King, and temples to your God, And fince through a 
blefling, which few writers have experienced, the icy hand of 
age has not yet extinguifhed the fire of genius, confecrate your 
Jaft labours to an ufcful and honourable purpofe, to that of over- 
turning the pernicious and foolifh fyftems of your fophifts, de- 
fpife their fecret murmurs, and endeavour to wipe off that 
fhameful ftain which they have caft on philofophy, Eftablith 
in oppolition to thefe bold writers, the exiftence of a God, his 
juftice, his providence, &c. thefe truths which are engraved on 
every heart, which are dear to every nation, the only folid bafs 
of civil fociety, which with facrilegious impudence they endea- 
vour to overturn. Teach citizens to obey the laws, give to lee 
giflators leflons of humanity, and to fovereigns precepts of wile 
toleration. But while you are preaching up toleration, exclude 
not men from it, who worfhip the fame’God you do,. who are 
your brethren by nature, your fathers in the faith, a people who 
deferve to be pitied on account of their misfortunes, and if we 
dare fay it, to be refpected on account of their antiquity, reli- 
gion, and laws.’ 

Thefe extraéts, we doubt not, will convince our Readers of 


the juiinefs of that commendation which we beftowed on, . 
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ork, in our account of the original, already referred to, in the 
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fecond paragraph of this Article. Hw. 
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Art. IV. A Letter to Nathaniel Brafiy Halhead, Efg. Containing 
{ome Remarks on his Preface to the Code of Gentoo Laws, lately 
ublifhed. By George Coftard, M. A.. Vicar of Twickenham, 
Middlefex. 8vo. 15. Oxford printed, aud fold by Rivington 


jn London. 1778. 
6 yr Letter to Mr. Halhead contains fome criticifms tend- 


ing to invalidate the opinion which that gentleman has 
conceived of the great antiquity of the Gentoo laws, and fome 
arguments againft a prevailing belief, drawn from the obfeiva- 
tion of natural phenomena, that the world is far more ancient 
than it is reprefented to be by the Hebrew chronology. 

However the world may have advanced in the {ciences, an- 
cient chronology is one of thofe yet involved, and that perhaps 
will for ever be involved, in great obfeurity. And while fifty or 
fixty of the moft Icarned Rabbins and Chriftian chronologers, 
from Rabbi Lipman to Alphonfus, differ fo widely in their opi- 
nions of the {pace of time that elapfed from the creation to the 
Chriftian zra, that the firft makes it but 3616 years, and the 
laft 6984, leaving above fifty different opinions of their fcien- 
tific brethren between them, we think chronologers fhould at 
leaft {peak upon this fubjeé&t with modefty: they fhould allow 
that it is fairly open to difcuffion, and that it ftands in need of 
all the light which Oriental records, or natural philofophers, 
can throw upon it. Mr. Halhead has opened a promifing vein 
of fcience. Perhaps he may be ftruck too much with firft ap- 
pearances; but let us purfue the thread, and try whither it will 
lead us. Truth is an ineftimable treafure; and thofe who are 
in love with it, will not difcourage inquiries that promife to 
lead us to fome of its latent fprings. 

Several of the arguments of this letter do not feem to us quite 
fo conclufive as they may appear to the Author : but as he has 
taken particular pains with the arguments of Recupero the hifto- 
tlographer * of Mount Etna, according to the reprefentation 
of Mr. Brydone, we fhall lay the chief part of what he fays 
upon that fubject before our Readers, with a few obfervations. 

_After informing us that the word £tna fignifies, in the Pheni- 
clan language, a furnace, he takes notice of fome of the crup- 
tions of this mountain recorded in ancient hiftory, and then fays, 
‘Mr. Brydone, in his Tour through Sicily and Malta, mentions 
feveral of thefe beds of lava which he faw. But the laft, fays 
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* See our account of this Gentleman’s relearches, in ou: review 
of Brydone’s travels. 
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he, that we crofled before our arrival at Jaci Reali is of a vag 
exggt. 

®8$% imagined, adds he, from its barrennefs, that it had run 
from the mountain only a few ages ago; but was furprifed to be 
informed by Signor Recupero the hiftoriographer of Etna, tha 
this very Java is mentioned by Diodorus Siculus to have burg 
from /Etna in the time of the fecond Punic war, and whep 
Syracufe was befieged by the Romans. : 

‘ For a detachment, fays he, was fent from Taurominum ty 
the relief of the befieged, but were ftopped on their march by 
this ftream of Java, which having reached the fea before their 
arrival at the foot of the mountain, had cut off their paffage 
and obliged them to return by the back of Etna, upwards of 
a hundred miles about. 

‘ This ingenious traveller might well be furprifed, and 
will every one elfe be, when he is informed that there is no 
fuch paflage in Diodorus Siculus. ‘This author ends his hiftory 
the year before the battle between Seleucus and Antigonus.’ 

No fuch paffage in Diodorus Siculus! exclaims the afto. 
nifhed Reader: What an impudent hiftoriographer muft this 
Canonico Recupero be, thus to impofe upon Mr. Brydone, and 
(through that agreeable traveller) upon all Europe. Certainly 
this wild tale of Recupero’s muft have been calculated to take 
in modern heretics and unbelievers, that he and all the orthodox 
world may Jaugh at them for their credulity.—Have patience, 
gentle Reader, and let our learned Author proceed : 

‘ This battle was fought, according to Vaillant, both in his 
Hiftory of the Ptolemies in Egypt and his Syrian Kings, 
Olymp. cxix. 4. which coincides with the year before Chrift 
299. 

” But according to Orofius, Marcellus did not take Syracule 
till A. V..C. DXLIITE. or according to Petavius, the year bes 
fore Chrift 210. That is 89 years after the time when Diodo- 
rus Siculus ends his Hiftory. 

‘ And then as to this detachment, or any eruption of tna 
at this time, there is no mention made of either by Livy, or 
Polybius, or any other author where one might expect to find 
them. 

‘ Qrofius mentions feyeral eruptions of AZtna, as one the 
year before Chrift 135; another the year before Chrift 126; 
and Jaftly, another very terrible one, which he defcribes in 3 
moft particular manner. ‘¢ Eodem tempore, fays he, Aiwa 
mons ultra folitum exarfit, et torrentibus igneis fuperfufis, la 
teque circumfluentibus, Catanam urbem finefque ejus oppreflit, 
ita ut tecta dium calidis cinerjbus przufta, et pragravata Cole 
ruerent. Cujus levandz cladis caufa, fenatus decem annorum 


yecticalia Catamenfibus remifit.”’ 
> | | ¢ This, 
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‘ This, according to Pighius in his Annals, was A. V.C, 
pCXXIX. or the year before Chrift 124, and confequently 
86 years after the taking Syracufe by Marcellus. 

. Bat the authority which Recupero told Mr. Brydone he had 
for fuppofing this to be the very dava mentioned by Diodorus 
Siculus, he faid, was taken from infcriptions on Roman mo- 
numents found on this lava. 

¢ But in a cafe of fo much importance, and on which the 
whole weight of Recupero’s argument depends, might we not 
juftly expeét to fee fome copies of thofe monuments, or infcrip- 
tions? Might we not expect, at leaft, fome account of them, 
in order to form fome judgment, whether genuine or not ? 

¢ Recupero, we find, hath quoted the authority of Diodorus 
Sicylus for faéts which it hath been proved he could not pofli- 
bly have read in him. 

¢ What right then hath he to expect to be believed upon his 
bare word, with regard to infcriptions, which nobody feems to 
have feen but himfelf, and which indeed, from what hath been 
faid, he never faw. 

¢ But what is ftill as extraordinary as any thing elfe, whoever 
looks into a map of Sicily will find, from the fituation of Sy- 
racufe with refpect to Taurominum, that whatever lava would 
hinder this detachment from reaching Syracufe, would prevent 
it likewife from going round by the back of Ztna. Their.way 
was, therefore, to return home by the very road they had 
come.’ , 

Now after all this denial of there being any fuch paflage in 
Diodorus Siculus ; after the furprize and aftonifhment otf all 
who fhould be informed of it ; afcer all this hiftorical and chro- 
nological parade; after a repeated affertion that Recupero has 
quoted the authority of Diodorus Siculus for faéts which it hath 
been proved he could not poffibly have read in him; how will 
the Reader’s furprize be increafed when he is informed (and b 
this fame learned critic, this champion of infallible orthodox 
chronology) that the paflage referred to by Recupero is really 
in Diodorus Siculus, and that all the effential faéts, on which 
Recupero’s arguments depend, are actually to be found in it! > 

But, to fpeak the truth, he fays, Recupero is entirely miftaken 
as to the whale matter of fat?. Whether he is fo or not will ap- 
pear toevery impartial reader, from the following account which 
the Letter-writer himfelf gives of the paflage reterred to: 

* Many years before the Romans had’ any footing in Sicily, 
Himilco the Carthaginian governor, after having entirely demo~ 
lithed Meffana, ordered Mago, the commander of his fleet, to 
fail round to a hill near the fea fide, called Zaurus. ‘This hill 
the Sicilians had made themfelves matters of, but had nobody to. 
Command them. Dienypus, he fays, had formerly given them 
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the lands of the Naxians; but being wrought upon by Himila,’ 
fair promifes, they had revolted, and feized upon this hill, fo. 
tifying it, by furtounding it with a wall. This place, from 
their ftaying and maintaining their ground there, ever afterwards 
gained the name of T'aurominum. 

* Himilco, he fays, intended to march to this place, keepin 
along the fhore, while Mago with his fleet failed by him, Bue 
as theré happened juft then a great eruption of Mount Ema, 
his land forces could not keep company with the fleet. So that 
the road by the fea-fide being intirely deftroyed by the Java, they 
_ were obliged to march round by the back of tna. That he. 
therefore, ordered Mago to fail to Catana, where, by quick 
marches, within land, he made all the hafte he could to join 
him. 

‘ This account is perfe&tly clear, and confiftent with the 
geography of Sicily, but, at the fame ‘time, utterly deftroys 
Recupero’s argument. 

© According to Eutropius, the firft Punic war began, and the 
Romans, for the firft time engaged the Carthaginians in Sicily, 
when App. Claudius and Q. Fulvius were Confuls. This was 
A. V.C. 477. And Syracufe was taken, we have feen, 66 years 
afterwards, or A. V. C. 543. Meflana was deftroyed according 
to Diodorus Olymp. XCV1. 1. This coincides with A. V.C. 
357. and confequently was 120 years before the beginning of 
the firft Punic war, or the time when the Romans farft came into 
Sicily. 

‘ [ here take my leave of Recupero, and think by this time 
it appears pretty plainly that his con/cientious —— are fo fat 
from having fome weight in the fcale of philofophy, that they have, 
in reality, no weight at all. ‘Chey are founded, we fee, upon 
precarious reafoning, {upported by fale facts, and falfe quotations, 
For it was no detachment from ‘Taurominum that was prevented 
by the lava from throwing fuccours into Syracufe, and obliged 
to go round #tna, which they could not do, but it was Himilco’s 
army, before Taurominum had its name, 

‘ It was not any eruption of Aitna, during the fiege of Syrt- 
cufe by the Romans, which Diodorus {peaks of, but an eruption 
196 years before that time. 

* Nor could any Roman infcriptions, or monuments, b¢ 
found en this lava, becaufe the Romans did not come into Si- 
Oily till 120 years after this eruption.’ 

So that after all this critical flourifh and parade of confuta- 
tion, we can only infer that the date of the eruption is fome- 
thing older than Mr. Brydone makes it:—that Mr. Brydone 
may probably have miftaken fome circumftances in Recuperos 
account, which we are not informed was given to him in wil 


ting ; and that Mr, Coftard fhould not boaft of having rst 
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futed Recupero, before he hears what Recupero has to fay for 
imfelf. — 

“or apprehending any evil from the difcovery of truth, nor 
any difcordance between the truths of revelation and thofe of 
biory or natural philofophy, we hope Mr. Halhead will pro- 
ceed to bring forth the proofs, if there are any, of the great an- 
tiquity of the Gentoo mythology ; and that the dignitaries ia 
the Catholic church will not countenance the general opinion 


of their own infidelity, by fuppreffing the work of Recupero, 
and thereby fhewing that they dread the progrefs of philofophy 


gs deftructive to their caufe. | B-n-y. 





| 


Art. V. Speculum Britannicum : or, a View of the Miferies and Ca- 
lamities fuccefively brought upon Great Britain Ly inteftine Divifious, 
in the laff and prefent Centuries. By an Englithman. 8vo. 45. 
Robinfon. _ 177%. 

N thefe querulous times, we are not furprifed to fee a publi- 
] cation that feems intended as an antidote againft the per- 
nicious effects of revolutions in the ftate; which, in the Au- 
thor’s eftimation, never fail to produce more ill than gocd, 
But it is not to be fuppofed he can ferioufly apprehend that 
preventatives of this kind are, at this juncture, become in 
any meafure neceffary. There may, indeed, at all times, be 
difeafes in the body-politic ; but there are none, at prefent, we 
truft, that require fuch violent and defperate remedies as thofe 
which the Writer would diffuade the good people of this king- 
dom from ever having recourfe to. 

The Author, or rather Compiler of the prefent work, intro- 
duces his view of the calamities which have in times paft bcen 
brought upon this country by inteftine divifions, with the fol- 
lowing account of it: 

The entertainment provided for the reader, our Author ac- 
knowledges, is furnifhed by Lord Clarendon and Mr. Hume, 
Sit John Dalrymple and Mr. Macpherfon. 

‘ The works of thefe writers, fays he, are large and voluminous; 
they come into few hands, comparatively {peaking ; and of thofe; 
into whofe hands they do come, few take the pains to read and 
apply them. A fuccinét narrative has therefore beeen extracted, 
and is given, -for the moft part, in the words of the hiftorians 
themfelves; by which a reader of very moderate capacity may 
be enabled, in two or three mornings, while under the difci-~ 
pline of his frizeur, to enter fully into the nature and genius 
ofa Party Spirit, its intrigues and cabals, with their effects 
and confequences, as they manifefted themfelves in this kingdom, 
through a {pace of near fourfcore years, from 1640 to 1716. 
And when he fhall have attentively furveyed the picture, he will 


fay to his fon, if he be the father of one, ** My fon, fear thou 
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the Lord and the king, and meddle not with them that are 
given to change.” 

The work is divided into four periods, comprehending, jn 
the whole, a pace of near 80 years, viz. from 1648 to 1716, 
The detail of faéts here brought together is merely intended tg 
fhew, from repeated examples, the mifchievous effects of the 
party differences which have fubfifted in this country, withig 
the {pace above-mentioned ; with * the miferable fatality attend, 
ing revolutions of all kinds.’—‘ In regard to the confequeaces, 
continues the loyal Writer, ‘ of that moft extraordinary one ig 

.- 1648 4J though, after a courfe of twelve years, a reftoratiog 
“+ took place, yet very few years fuceeeded before the convulfions 
of the ftate broke out afrefh; and, though the revolution of 
1688 prepared us for a new {ucceffion and an improved cenfti. 
tution, the times continued alarming and fluctuating, and the 
adminiftration divided and betrayed on all fides; and even the 
conftitution, fo much defired by us, remained broken and up. 
fettled till the peace of Utrecht was explained and confirmed in 
1716, which has improved and eftablifhed the conftitution by 
new refolutions, and guaranticd the prefent royal family on the 
throne. Years, 

‘ To fum up the diftrefles within the period we have 
gone through, we have found that from the civil war and 
its commencement in 3640 to the king’s death in 1648, 
was one continued fcene of confufion and diftrefs, for - 

‘ From 1648 to the reftoration in 1660, which was du- 
ring the military ufurpation, the fcene was not mended, for 
_ © From 1660 to the death of Charles II, in 1684, was a 
period of anxiety with very fhort intervals, beginning with 
Venner’s infurrection in the fame year of 1660, and a con- 
fpiracy in 1662, and the firft Dutch war which commenced 
in 1664; the plague in 1665; and the fire of London in 
1666; the Dutch expedition up the Thames in 1677 ; the 
mifchiefs created by the cabal begun in 1670; the duke’s 
converfion in 1671; the fecond Dutch war, and fhutting 
up the Exchequer, in 1672; the popifh plot took date from 
1678, which continued to the death of the king in 1684 + 

* From 1684 to the revolution in 1688, was ane bigot- 
ted fcene of defpotifm of - - - - 

‘ From 1688 to the death of William in 1702, was full 
of invafions, treacheries, and difcontents - - 

* From 1702 till the Proteftant fucceffion, was guaran- 
tied by the general peace in 1716, plots and confpiracies, 
invafions and-treacheries among the greateft officers of the 
{tate - - - - - / - If 

er 
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© Wherein fhall we find, within the above-mentioned feventy= 
fix years, one year of — oe : permanent tranqui- 
lity, in church or {tate ! How fhort- live were the oye of the 
reforation? How perplexing the revolution in 16883? How 
dangerous the triumphs and ambition of Marlborough, the in- 
rivues of St. Germain’s, and our treachery at home? even our 
conquefts were not our own, but were delufive in regard to our 
fafety. oe ahead 

[In the narrative which is here given of our party diffentions, 
and their unhappy effects, ¢ it has not heen the Author’s de- 
fign to enter into the caufes of revolutions, or the diftinct rights 
of king or people; but [fimply] to fhew the dangerous confe- 
quences generally attendant on every change of government. 
The revolution, continues he, of 1688, I would not be thought 
to difapprove of ; it became neceilary ; and we look upon it, at 
this diftance of time, with that fatisfaction which we ought, 
when we confider that our prefent happy eftablifhment has been 
the event; but ncither king nor people were fatisfied, while king 
William lived ; and I hope | have fet forth fufficient to demon- 
ftrate the difficulties and dangers we efcaped from, during that 
gra of inteftine divifions, to difcountenance almoft every revo- 
lution for the future. It may and ought to teach us to be exe 
tremely cautious, from what has been felt and feared, how we 
involve ourfelves and our country in the fame misfortune again, 
efpecially as we have not the fhadow of an excufe for fucha 
conduct, 

‘It muft be the wifh of every true Englifhman, that there 
was no reafon, at this time for the above caution. But fo 
many late publications of fpeeches and political fentiments, 
avowed both publicly and privately, plainly fhow that a repub- 
lican fpirit is attempted, by every artifice of florid elocution, 
and falfe reafoning, to be fpread and eftablifhed among the 
people.’ 

Friends, as we are, to the principles of the GLorious REvo- 
LUTION, we are fo far of this Author’s opinion, as to the exe 
pence and hazard of fuch pelistcal derangements, that we hope 
never to fee caufe for adding another experiment of the fame 
kind, to the black catalogue of misfortunes brought upon this 
country by pretended patriots 








D>mettic fpoilers, 
Who make us flaves, and tell us ’tis our charter.’ 
Orwaye 

We muft not, however, forget that a SINCERE Patriot is 
the moft venerable of all human characters; and that, in this 
Country, ever fince the Norman conqueft, Freedom hath been 
4 gainer by revolutions,—whatever hath been the price paid 

Rev. Sept, 1778. O for 
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for them by the Public. Thefe ftate-concuflions, while they thats 
the facred tree of Liberty, fail not to root it the firmer, ( 


Art. VI. Medical Cafes, fele&ed from the Records of the Public Di. 
penfary at Edinburgh; with Remarks and Objervations ; being the 
Subftance of Cafe-Lettures, delivered during the Years 1776, 
By Andrew Duncan, hi. D. 8vo. ¢s. Boards. Elliot, Edin. 


burgh ; Murray, London. 1778. 





EW of our Readers, we imagine, are unacquainted with 

the nature of the clinical leciures delivered in the univeriity 

of Edinburgh. Many of them are alfo, we prefume, informed 
of the peculiar fituation of Dr. Duncan in that city; who, on 
being difappointed of a feat among the medical profeffors, ha 
conttituted himfelf a fort of appendage to that celebrated fchoo! 
of medicine. With refpect to the merits cf this defign, it is 
not our bufinefs to determine; we have only to obferve the 
the prefent publication muft be confidered as a part of it, in 
which he has made ufe of the opportunity afforded by a difpen. 
fary for the lick poor, inftituted in Edinburgh, to give a cour 
of lectures on real cafes, fimilar to the clinical lectures of the 
college profefiors. “The fuperior utility of this form of medica 
preelections is well known to all who have had the advantage 
of attending them; and we doubt not but many who are ac. 
quainted with Dr. Duncan’s abilities, will think him well qu. 
lifted for the taik he has thus voluntarily undertaken. Toen 


able our Readers to judge of the nature of the plan, and the 
comparative merit of its execution, we fhall extract one of the 
cafes entire, which we have felected as being fomewhat fingu- 
Jar and uncommon. ‘The greater number of them are not of 
this kind; but they are, perhaps, not the lefs ufeful to fludents, 
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Objervatic ns ona Cafe of Dyfphagia, cured by the Uje of Electriaty 

« J--- W , 2 Marned woman, in the thirty firit year of her age, 
admitted February 14, 1777, complains-of dificult and painful de 
glutition, efpecially on attempting to fwallow any folid aliment. 
‘This occafions fo much unealnefs, that, for thefe fix months pai, 
fhe has not eat any thing, but has lived entirely upon food ims 
finid flate, which the can fwallow without much inconvenience, 
Upon infpe&tirs the fauces, nothing can be feen, But the thinks 
that fhe can fee! two {mall vefications or ulcerated fores at the root 
of her tongue. Her pulfe and belly are natural, and her meales 

. : 

evuiar, 

€ S| feed with thi ee ths 

‘ She was firft afieCed with this complaint about twelve mon 
ago, without any evident caufe. Not long afer it firlt begamy® 
tumour appeared in her throat, which fuppurated, aod foon agais 
difappeared Since that time fhe has been afeGted with fimilar th 
mours, which have slways gone off wi hout coming to feppore 

- 3 t @ . 

She has taken mercury to a very confverable extent; “and likewne 
many 
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yg other medicines, with the nature of which fhe is unacquainted. 
But fhe has der ved no beneht ‘rom any of them. . . 

+ Bihicianvur fintille eedtrica e faucibus externis ter in feptimana, et 
apiut omne nocke Tinchure Fuligin:s drachmas duas bora decubantis, 
re F.bruary 22. Sne has tome fickne/s at ilomach, from the tines 
tura tuliginis. She has been thrice electrified fince the rsth ; and. 
fhe thinks that fhe can now {wallow wiih more eafe; but fhe ftill 
complains of con!'an” pain in her throat. Ph 

‘ Intermittatur Tindiura Fuliginis, con’ inuetur eledtricitas, ut antea. 

‘March 1. The electricity has been regularly continued. She 
fill complains of the pain in her throat. But fhe now {wallows fo- 
jid food with mach more eae than fhe has done for thefe fix months 
pat. She now complains much of uneafinefs and fwelling at her 
gomach, from wind, which returns every day about noon. 

‘ Continuetur eleGriciias. Et 

R Vin@ure arcmatice unciam unam. 
Aque Menthe Piperitidis uncias quatzor. M. 
Capiat femunciam quotidie hora undecima matutina. 

‘March 8. She Rill continues to fwallow with much more faci- 
fitv than formerly ; and her tlomach complaints have been confidere 
ably eaver fince fhe began to ule the »ixiure; but fhe is full much 
afeciec with the pain in her throat. Continucntur medicarinta, 

‘Marchis. She is now free from her ttomach complaints, and 
he iwallows folid food with very litte dificul:y. But fhe ftill com- 
plains of tome fixed pain, which is now chiefl. confined to the lefc 
tide of her neck. 

‘ Interm:ttatur miftura. Continuetur eleGriciias, et iliinatur oleum 
campboratum parti dolenti ccr-victs, omni mane et vefpere 

‘March 2c. She aid not get the cainphorated oil, as was ore 
dered; and, 2s fhe has been for fome time in the country, the elec= 
tricity has been omitted) She has now no difficulty in fwallowing. 
But fhe ftill complains fomewhat of the fixed pain in her throat, 

* Intermittatur eleciricitas » fed utatur cleo campborato. 

Obvjervations del:vercd April (2 

* The diesfe of this pstrent, bovh in its nature and appearance, 
isvery peculiar, The affection contifts of one fymptom only, difii- 
cult degiutition, This is well known to occur ‘as a fymptom in va- 
tious dijeafes ; and it is in particular often obferved in cynanche. 

*’ut, belides this, it is confidered in moit nofological fyitems as 
confiituting a particular genu of difeafe by itfelf. In the fyftem of 
M:. Linnzus, it is termed Aglutitio; in that of Vogel, Oefopha- 
gifmus. But, of all others, the mott minute and accurate account 
of it, is under ‘h: article of Dyiphagia, by Sauvage. To this genus 
he has referred no |. f- then nineteen different tpecies; all of them 
intances in wnich difkc. It feglucition arofe from different caufes. 
Yet the defcription of nove of them, by any me-ns, correfponds to 
that in the cafe now before us. Of thefe, fome, as the paralytica, 
afford examples of its proceeding trom want of the moving power, 
Others, as {fpafmodica, trom the eifect of ftritture occurring in the 
effort to {wallow ; and all the others arife from tome particul.r 'ocal 
affection about the pharynx or ceiophagus. He has mentioned no 
one, however, which was the mcre effect of pain in the action of 
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{wallowing, without any obvious caufe; and that, too, where the 
pain was fo fituated, that, if there was any local affection, it myg 
neceflarily have been vifible. As far, however, as our obfervatiog 
went, no obvious affection could here be difcovered. The patien 
herfelf, indeed, alleged, that fhe had a feeling in her throat pp. 
fembling that which might be fuppofed to arrfe from a veiication. 
and a gentleman, who nad occafion to treat this pattent before the 
came under our care, thought, that, at one time, he could difcoyey 
fomething of this kind, Yet, although fuch might then have ey. 
ifted, I can have little doubt that they had difappeared before the 
Came under our care. 

* At the time, therefore, when we began the treatment of this 
patient’s cafe, we are to coniider her as fubject to difficult degluti- 
tion, not from obitruction, but from pain; and that pain, too, 
arifing from parts which were vifible on infpeéting the fauces, and 
feemed to be affected with no apparent difeafe. I have never before 
had occafion to treat any cafe where the fymptoms were fimilar to 
the prefent. And here, I apprehend, there is no room for enter. 
taining any fufpicion as to the reality of the affection. The patient 
could have no object, either in deceiving us, or thofe under whofe 
care fhe had been, before we treated her; and fhe thewed no indi- 
cation of .hat ftate of mind which would lead her to deceive herfelf, 
Betides this, previous to her coming under our care, fhe had been 
fubjeét to difeafes of the throat, in which, on different occafions, 
the tymptoms were obvious Th fe are defcribed in the hiftory be: 
fore us, according to the account given by the patient herifelf, | 
may now, however, add, that, in the former fore throats, there was 
fomething which fhe did not mention to the gentlemen who drew up 
the hittory. Although fhe be a woinan of decent appearance, yet 
her former fore throats were venereal. It was on this account that 
fhe had taken the mercury mentioned in the hittory; which, al- 
though it healed the ulcerations in the throat, had no effect in re- 
moving the particular pain on deglutition. 

‘ As to the caufe of the prefent dileafe, then, I have little doubt 
that it derived its origin from a venereal infection, and from that, 
too, as inducing a venereal fore throat, YetI reckon it to bea 
matter of very great uncertainty, how far it could properly be con- 
fidered as a venereal fymptom, when we began the treatment of this 
cafe ; tnat is, how far it could be viewed, as depending on the ve: 
nereal virus, I mult own, that, as it had already refiited mercury, 
and, as there were no obvious appearances, I was inclined to con- 
fider it in a different light. From the circumftance of the patient 
beirg able to fwallow liquids and not folids, it is evident that the 
pain was not given by the effort to fwallow ; for, with a bolus ofa 
proper fize, there is che leait effort required, And itis not unfre- 
quent in the angina, that patients have more pain in fwallowing 
fpittle than folid food; although there are certain fates of the 1° 
flamed parts, in which the pain mutt arife from the touch of aoy 
fol'd; and then, probably, from the augmented fenfibility of the 
neives, tn confequence of their being put upon the ftretch. 

‘ I contidered the prefent cafe, then, although of a different 
nature, yet to be, in fome meafure, analogous to this. I viewed it 
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nce of an increafed fenfibility of the pharynx, from a 
of the extremity of the nerves; and I confidered 
he nerves (0 have arifen there from the venereal 
which thefe parts had formerly been fubje&t This, 
ea of the nature of the difeafe, Were I to give 
a name to it, [| could only refer it to the dyf{phagia of Mr. Sau- 
yacee And, to the different {pecies which he has enumerated, 
] seal add another under the title of Dyfphagia Dolorofa, 
But, how far either the name is proper, or the conjecture well 
founded, may, perhaps, with many of you, be matter of doubt. I 
am far from alledging, that the fuppofition now fuggefted is founded 
on any certain, or even very probuble grounds. lam fennble, that 
st is not only liable to many dificulties, bat thac there are other 
fuppofitions on which the phanomena might be explained. Yet, 
aiter attentively confidering the cafe, I was led to adopt the prefent, 
as what feemed to me leaft improbable. And I cannot help think- 
tha:, by the effects of the treatment, and the termination 
which it already feems to have had, the conjecture has been in fome 
meafure verified. While, at the fame time, nothing occurred du- 
ring the courfe of the difeafe, to lead me to alter this opinion, 

I mutt own, that, when the patient came under our care, I was 
very doubtful as to the termination of this cafe. I was, however, 
by no means, difpofed to form a favourable judgment; for, fuppo- 
fing the conjecture well founded, no afi:lions are more varied, as 
to their termination, than thofe of the nervous kind; they will 
fometimes yield in the moft unexpected manner ; and, at other times, 
will remain obitinately fixed without alteration, while even the 
mott powerful medicines have been employed. When, therefore, it 
had already continued fo long, I did not, | own, look for any fud- 
den change for the better ; and, | imagined, if that fuch a change 
did happen, it would be from the difeafe turning out to be of a dif- 
ferent nature from what I expected. But, without that being the 
cafe, ithas now, I hope, had a termination, and that, too, more 
favouravle than I looked for. I would not, however, pofitively af- 
fert, that this patient is already radically cured. Yet, from the re- 
covery being fomewhat gracual, I cannot help thinking, that there 
isa better chance of its being permanent. And, at the fame time, 
Imul own, that{ am difpoied to afcribe it to the treatment to 
which our patient was here fubjected. 

‘ Concerning the plan of cure to be followed in this cafe, I was 
no lefs uncertain, than with regard to the prognofis. Yet, | refolved 
to try fomething on the idea already fuggefted, refpecting the nature 
of the difeafe. It will, perhaps, feem ftrange, that, with this view, 
I fhould have had recourfe to electricity, a remedy well known to be 
of fingular utility as augmenting fenfibility. From this it might be 
concluded very il adapted to a cafe in which I fuppofed the fenfibi- 
lity already morbidly increafed, I have, however, already ofvener 
than once obferved, that I confider the power of electricity as a me- 
dicine to be as yet neither thoroughly underftood nor properly ex 
plained, For my own part, as far as IT have been able to difcover 
the action of electricity, 1 am perfuaded, that it is not more ufeful 
in augmenting nervous energy ‘pg it is deficient, than in reftoring 
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to a natural condition, when it 15 morbidly affefted in Other refpeds 
In what manner it produces fuch a chanee, [ cannot pretend to fy 
at leaft, with any degree of confidence. On this fubjctt, howeve, 
I have fometimes indulyed myfelf in conjectures; and thefe I thai 
not feruple to fubmit to your confideration. I contider morbid fen. 
fibility as depending on cne of two circumftances; on the flate of 
the fentient extremities of the nerves, or On the condition of the 
nervous fluid. I cannot help thinking, that electricity may have 
fome influence on both. It will affect the flate of the extremities 
in as far as it acts 2s a ftimulus to moving fibres. It will afte the 
{tate of the nervous fluid, as every ftimulus, applied to the extremity 
of the nerves, mult communicate is effects to the origin. And, 
by this means, it may alter the fiate of action in the brain in genes 
yal, or, at leaft, in that parf of the brain furnifhing fecreted fluid 
to the nerves morbidly affected. For, I am difpoied to think, thay 
the brain is to be confidered not as One tecreting Organ, butasa 
colleciuion of fecreting organs. And thatthe fluid {« parated at one 
time, which is conveyed into different nerves, may not poflefs the 
fame general properties. 

* It was in expedtation of fach effets that I thought of employing 
it with the prefent patient. When I firit direcied it, however, | 
had fome idea that the pain might alfo, in fome meafure, depend 
on a fraimodic affeftion; and it was on this account, that, as an 
antifpafmodic, I ordered the tin€tura fuliginis. But, from the pain 
being to fome degree con!.ant, and from the patient not complain. 
ing of any particular fenfe of ftritture, I was, at laft, led to drop 
this opinion; and as the cinctura fuliginis occafioned ficknefs at flo 
mach, I omitted it, employing the electricity alone. Here it may 
be proper to obferve, that 1 employed eletiricity in the way of {parks 
only, as it is in this manner that it exerts, principally, its action on 
the extremity of the nerves, and this was the effect chiefly wanted in 
the prefent cafe. Even the firlt trials feemed to preduce fome good 
effedi; and, from continuing it for the ipace of a fortnight only, 
fhe {wallowed eafier than the had done fcr fix months before, She 
became, however, at this time, afiected with periodical complaints, 
from wind in her fomach. ‘Thi-, however, 1 coniidered as merely 
an accidental circumftance, and unconnected with the difeafe already 
mentioned. Yet, 1 thought proper to order for this complaint a 
mixture of the tiniura aromatica, with peppermint-water, which in 
a fhort time was attended wiih the dered effeét; and, by the con- 
tinuance of the electricity, the patient is now entirely free from any 
difficulty in {wallowing, infomuch that | have not thought it necel- 
fary to continue it any longer. As, however, fhe ftill complains of 
fome fixed pain, I have ordered friction of the parts, externally, 
wich camphorated oil, which, | hope, may foon remove it. But, 
as this patient lives at a confiderable ditlance, and is now gone to 
her own habitation, it is doubtful, whether we fhall, after this, heat 
much with regard to her, This, probably, will only happen if there 
be a return of the affeclior. And, if I hear nothing to the contrary, 
J think, 1 may infer, that fhe continues in health. 
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AY 7 ued ° 
‘ This patient, after returning to ber hufband’s houfe, which was 
at the dittance of feveral miles from Edtoburgh, continued for a 
hort time the friction with the camphorated oil, ; The fixed pain 
gradually went off, and fhe had no occafion to ule any other me- 
gicine.’ A. 


— 


Akt. VII. An Examination of the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chapters 
of Mr. Giblon's Hilary of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Lmyire, 
Io which his View of the Progrefs of the Chiiitian religion is fhewa 
to be founded on the Mifreprefentation ot the Authors he cites; 
and numerous Initances of his Inaccuracy and Plagiarifm are pro- 
duced. By Henry Edward = B. A, of Balliol Coliege, Ox- 
ford, Ottavo. 4s. Boards. odfley. 1778. 

R. Gibbon, in the advertifement prefixed to his hiftory, 
exprefies himfelf in the following manner :— Diligence 

and accuracy are the only merits which an hiftorical writer may 
afcribe to himfelf; if any merit, indeed, can be afiumed from the 
performance of an indifpenfable duty. IL may, therefore, be al- 
Jowed to fay, that L have carefully examined all the original mate- 
rials that could illuftrace the fubject which 1 had undertaken to 
treat.” : 
In regard to this, Mr. Davis apprehends, that fuppofing Mr, 
Giboon has performed what he boafts of as his merit, wz. that he 
bas carefully examined all the original materials, thts very circume 
{tance will only ferve to expoie him to feverer animadverfion: 
for he trufts he fhall be able to lay before his Readers, proots as 
flagrant as they are numerous, that if he had confulted the au- 
thors, whofe authority he’appeals to, only with a view to mif- 
reprefent them, he could fcarcely have deviated more from plaia 
truth, and fair interpretation of their meaning, than he does. 

This is a weighty charge indeed; and the candid Reader will 
naturally expect to fee it {upported with a force and perfpicuity 
equal to the boldnefs wherewirh it is urged. It will, we doubt 
not, be generally thought that Mr. Davis has expreffed himfelf 
too ftrongly on this occalion: notwitk{tanding which, however, 
it will be acknowledged, by every competent judge, that he has 
pointed out many inftances of smzi/reprefentation and inaccuracy in 
Mr. Gibbon’s hiftory ; and not a few of plagiarifm. Some of the 
inftances which he produces are not, indeed, of great importance ; 
but there are others which well deferve Mr. Gibbon’s attention ; 
and which will place Mr. Davis’s acuteneis, accuracy, and 
erudition in a very clear and ftriking point of view. 

* The remarkable mode of quotation (fays our Author in his intro- 
duction), which Mr, Gibbon adopts, mult immediately tlrike every 
One who turnsto his notes, He fometimesonly mentions the author, 
perhaps the book, and often leaves the Reader the toi! of finding out, 
Or iether guefling at the paflage. 
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‘ This policy, however, is not without its defign and ufe, By en 
deavouring to deprive us of the means of comparing him with the ee 
thorities he cites, he flattered himielf, no doubt, that he might fafe) 
have recourfe to mifreprefentauion; that his inaccuracies might efca 
the piercing eye of criticiim; and that he might indulge his wit and 
Spleen, in fathering the abfurdeit opinions ou the moit venerable wri- 
ters of antiquity. For, often, on examining his references, whey 
they are to be traced, we thall find him fupporting his caufe by ma. 
nifeft falfification, and perpetualiy afiuming to himielf the ftrange 
privilege of inferting ia his text what the writers referred to give him 
no right to advance on their authority. 





‘ ‘j his breach of the common faith repofed in authors, is pecul. 
arly indefenfible, as it deceives al! thoie who have not the leifure, the 
means, nor the abilities of fearching ou: the pafiages in the originals, 

‘Our Author cften propofes fecond, or even ihird handed notionsas 
new; and has gained a name among fome, by retailing objections 
which have been long ago ftarted, and as jong tince refuted and ex. 

' ploded. 

‘In fa&t, fceptics and free thinkers are of a date fo old, and their 
objections were urged fo early, and in fuch numbers, that our mo. 
dern pretenders to this wifdom and philofophy can with difficulty in. 
vent any thing new, or difcover, with all their malevolent penetra. 
tion, a frefh fiaw. The fame fet of men have been alone diftinguih- 
ed by different names and appellations, from Porphyry, Celfus, or 
Julian, in the firlt ages of Chiltianity ; down to Voitaire, Hume, or 
Gibbon in the prefear. 

‘ Such is the plan of our Author. It muft be mine to obviate and 
oppole it. In order ro which, I have felected feveral of the more 
notorious inflances of his mifreprefentation and error, reducing them 
to their refpective heads, and iubjoining a long lift of almott incredi- 
ble inaccuracies, and fuch flriking proofs of fervile plegiarifm, asthe 
world will be furprised to meet with in an author who puts in fo bold 
a claim to oriyvinality ard extenfive reading, 

* Theie ciienfive chapters of Mr. Gibbon’s hifory have indeed met 
with fome excellent remarks from a learned divine of the aniverlity of 
Oxford. Nor has Cambridge neglected to fend ferth an able cham- 
pion in defence of our common ta:th, But as boih thefe genilemen 
have confined themielves rather to confute the principles of Mir G. 
than to expofe toe indefenfible arts of fupporting them, to which he 
has recourie, I fiatter myfelf, the Reader of the following pages will 
not accufe me of engaging in a controve:fy already exhautted,’ 

Mr Davis introduces his examination with pointing out fome 
of the liberties which Mr. Gibbon has taken, in his account of 
the Jews. art of what he advances upon this fubject may ferve 
to evince Our examiner’s acutenefs and erudition. 

Mr. Gibbon tells us, that the F.ws, who under the Affyrian and 
Perfian monarchies had languifbed tor many ages the moft defpifed pur 
tion of their flaves. emerged from their cbfcurity under the fucceffirs 
of Alexander. und as they multiplied to a furprifing degree m the 
Eafi, and afterwards in the Weft, they loon excited the curiafity and 
wonder of otier nations—eIn this fhort extract, a ta 
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Mr, Davis, many inftances of inaccuracy, if not ignorance, are 
to be found. 

‘In the firit place, fays he, the Jews were never under theA flyrian yoke; 
for the kingdom of Judea furvived that monarchy, ‘and was ruined by 
the Babylonians. And when they were carried into captivity, they 
oh by no means held in low elteem ; bur, on the contrary, teem to 
have been greatly regarded. ‘The chief officers of the courts where 
they refided, were often chofen from among them. They were ad- 
mitted as itatefinen ; made cup-bearers to the princes ; and appoint- 
ed governors of provinces *. I 1s equally unjult to fpeak of them as 
flavesto tne Perhans: for the firtt king of that country gave them per. 
mifion to go home; and this, tn the very firft year of his reign. The 

ermit feems to have been general: fo that thofe who flayed behind, 
mult have been in a ftate of free fervice: their not accepting of the 
leave, plainly fthews itt. There is fearcely in hittory an intance of 
a conquered people being fo rel pected ; and nothing can bea greater 
proof of it, than their wondertul return. The Philittines, EJomites, 
Moabites, Hamathiies, with many other ancient {tates in the vici- 
nity of Judea, were about the fame time fubdued ; and feem to have 
undergone a like captivity. But we do not read of any of them re- 
turning; much lefs of their being again conitituted into a nation. 
And though they may not have been immediately extinct; yet their 
poor remains dwindled foon to nothing ; while the Jews became a re- 
{pectable people, and asthe Author confelles, ‘* excited rhe curtofity 
and wonder of other nations.” 

‘Ji is to be obferved, that Mr. G.-not only fpeaks of their being 
held in great difrepute by their conqucrors ; but that they were de- 
{piled for many ages. This is ftrange ; for their cavtivity was but of 
feventy years duration; fo that upon their return, fome, who had 
feen the former temple, were prefent at the dedication of the fecond. 
But the Author will perhaps fay, that he includes the Ifraelites, the 
ten tribes, in the account here given, Bat they never returned, and 
he muft {peak with great inaccuracy to call the ten tribes Jews, and 
to talk of their ‘* emerging from obfcurity:? for they were never reine 
ftated; and we have icarcely any hiitory ‘concerning them. 

‘But the Author proceeds, and affures us, that the Jews did 
emerge: and that it was °* waaer the fuccefors of Alexander.”’? He does 
not fay, that it was in the time of thofe kings, but wxder them. By 
this we might be led to fuppcfe, that this fuccefs was not owing to 
their own fuperiority and merit, nor to the divine affiitance; but to 
the favour and indulgence of thofe princes: Now it is notorious, 
that the Jews never found any more bitter enemies, than fome of 
thefe kings. Before the time of Alexander, the Jews had begun to 
recover themfelves, and were increafing in affluence and tplendour. 
But, upon his death, Ptolomy, the fon of Lagus, his fucceflor in 
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Egypt, at one {weep carried off one hundred thoufand of the inhabj. 
tants of Judea; of which thirty thoufand were choten perfons, whom 
he forced to ferve in his armies. ‘The refidue he gave up for flaves to 
his foldiers. He demolifhed the walls of Jerufalem, aud tranfplanted 
many of the people to Egypt, and others were obliged to fettle in the 
regions of Barca and Cyrene*. Nothing cou'd be more critical tog 
growing fiaze, than thefe misfortunes. But they were not to be come 
pared to the cruelties of Antiochus, furnamed Epiphanes, the tyrant 
of Syria. He deiled their temple, and perfecuted them for their re. 
ligion in a fhocking manner; putting numbers of them, on that ac. 
count, to death. In fhort, he was very éxto/erant: and the invete. 
racy of the Greeks in general was fuch, as that nothing but the di. 
vine protection could have faved the Jews from ruin; for their utter 
extirpation was aimed att. Such was the mild influence under which 
Mr. G. fuppofes the Jews to have flouriiled; abfurdly placing to 
theiradvantage, whattendedtotheirruin. Let us now turn Our eyes 
back, and reconfider the account given by our Author about the Jews 
being in fervitude under the Afyrians, and uncer the Perfans: and 
how they languifhed for many ages; and were the mof? de/pifed portion 
of all their flaves: that they were of !i:tle confequence in former 
times; but emerged from their obfcurity unaer the fucceffors of Alex. 
ander: when they were difperfed to the ea/, and to the wef; and 
Jfoon became the wonder of the world. What a ftrange affemblageis 
here? It is like Milton’s chaos, ‘* without bound, without dimenfin:; 
ewhere time and place are lof.” In fhort, what does this difplay afford 
us, but a deal of boyifh colouring, to the prejudice of much good 
hiftory. 

‘ The Author will perhaps tell us, that he has the authority of 
Tacitus for all that he alledges. But the misfortune is, that Tacitus 
was very little acquainted with the ancient {tate of the Jews; and, 
fetting this afide, there is nothing in the quotation, which comes up 
to the Author's purpofe. He totally miltakes the meaning of it, 
when he alludes to the Jewifh captivity, and {peaks of the people, as 
the moit defpicable of Slaves. Icannot find any thing of this pur 
port in the Roman hiftorian. He feems to have known nothing of 
the captivity; nor does he mention any ftate of flavery. There is, 
moreover, a miftake in Mr. G.’s quotation; for, according to him, 
the paflage is—‘‘ defpectiffima pars /ervitutis;” (the moft defpifed 
part of their avery) but io the original we find it ** defpeétiflima pars 
fervientium :’—of their foreign fubjecis, 

‘ This miftake, I am confident, was not defigned; and muft there 
fore be imputed to a flip in memory: but it is, however, of confes 
quence; for the terms Jerviens and yervire do not neceffarily denote 
flavery. ‘They may be applied to any people, who have been con- 
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Taciti Hilt, lib, v.c. 8. 
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ved. and rendered tributary and dependant *, Many ra:zions have 
abi. que cauced to a tate of fubfervience and even vaflalage: and yet 
hom sip te been deemed flaves. ‘The purport of the account given by 
ot ra Roman hillorian, 1s this, He has been {peaking of the chief cit 
inted yt lews and of their fumptuous temple, and polity: and he fup- 
n the — ‘that they began to make a figure fodn after the time of Alex- 
toa Shes the Great. He mentions their grandeur, the rife of which he 
Come dates from that zra; but, excepting fome few vague traditions, he 
yrant feems quite ignorant of every circumitance that has preceded, His 
it res words are 2s follow; ‘‘ t A great part of Judea is fcatrered in vil- 
at ace “ Javes: they have alfo towns or cities: Jeruialem is the metropolis, 
ivete. 4s They have atemple there mmentely rich, and the city is ftrongly 
e di- “fortified, as is allo the palace. ‘The temple is thut up within; the 
utter “ Jews have accefs only to the doors; none but the prietts pafs over 
which ' the threfhold. Whiilt the Eaft was under the dominion of the 
ing to «“ Affyrians, and the Medes and Perfians, they were the moft de- 
reyes “ fpiled part of their fubjecis. Atter that the Macedonians gained 
> Jews “the {uperiority, king Antiochus, endeavouring to deilroy their 
> and “ fuperiticion, and to infufe into them the manners of Greece, in 
portion ‘ order to tran:form and amend a barbarous race, was impeded in 
ormer his defigns by the Parthian war.” 
Alex- ‘Jn the account here given, the hiflorian is not fpeaking of the 
. and Jews being carried into captivity, nor of any flate of flavery ; for, as I 
lage is jaid before, he was totally unacquainted with it, We is fpeaking of 
nfion § Jucea being a province to the ealtern monarchs, and, he fays, that 
afford ff the people were the meanett of all that were tributary. His reafon 
| good for faying fo was, becaufe he had never heard of them antecedent to 
; this era; and he, therefore, makes his ignorance an argument for 
rity of their obfcurizy. 
‘acitus ‘Tr is to be obferved, that Tacitus feems to have had as great a 
; and, prejudice egainft the Jews, as Mr. Gibbon has; and it is therefore 
wed no wonder, that the latter fo often applies to his authority. Ir 
of it, 
le, 28 ‘ * Dion Caflius fpeaking of Phraates fays, ‘Ourss ds AgaSiwy pev 7: 
is pure Di ae | not " aa De i oo 
sing of wy Toig Payazsois AOTAETON LT QN MEXES THs SELVEUG Vahacong FouoiAEvES 
wns Lib. XXxVil. p. 20. Edit, R. Steph. ** He, Phraates, resgned over the 
meg 7 Arabians, who at that time were /ubje@ to the Romans, as tar as 
efpiled the Red Sea.” 
a pars m he Author docs not mean, by the term AOYALYONTON, ‘* shey 
were fubject, or fubjervient to,” that the Arabians were really flaves, 
kite but ouly that they were tributary. 
a / t “* Magna pars Jucex vicis difpergitur: habent et oppica. Hie- 
reere " rofolyma gentis Caput. lilic immenfx opulent templum: et pri- 
a mis J] munimentis urbs: dein rey la. Templum intimts claufum: 
z ad fores tantum Judxoaditus: Jimine prater facerdotes arcebantur, 
— Dum Affyrios penes Medofque ec Perfas oriens fuit, defpectifima 
lib. Is " pars{ervientium. Pofiquam Macedores prapotuere, rex Antiochus 
Uther's “ demere fuperititionem & mores Grzcorum dare annixos, quo mie 


. bus teterrimam gentem in melius mutaret, Parthorum bello prohi- 
bitus eft,” Hill. lib. v. cap. Qe 


‘ J Would not the paffege read better, if inftead of primis, we read fimis ?” 
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fhould, however, have been coniidered by Mr. Gibbon, tha: Whoe 
adopts another’s evidence, at the fame time makes himfelf accellar 
to his miftakes and abfurdities. Of thefe, I think fome traces m; 
be found in the following quotation about the fame people, Tacite 
has been {peaking of Antiochus being called off by the reyol; Of the 
Parthians under Arfaces; and then adds*, ‘* Atthat time the "riee 4 
** donians being weak in power, the Parthians not yet arrived at thei 
** firength, and the Roman authority at a great diftance, the Jew 
3 
** elected their own kings.” It is well known, that ‘iacitus was fond 
of refinement, and would fain find out the {pring of action ip ever 
great event. Hence, initecd of being conducted by the fage 
fteady hiftorian, we are often miflcd he fubtilty of the politiciag 
tiil we are quite bewildered. Thus, in the extract above, havin 
mentioned that ihe jewilh nation grew great, and erefied theinfelves 
into a kingdom, he would likewie give us the reafons for this rife 
and alteration. But he founds it all upon negative Principles; and 
inftead of thewing what was the caufe, he tells us what was not the 
impediment, which is furely a itrange way of proceeding. Ir arofe, 
we fhould imagine, from their being populous and rowerful ; and, at 
the fame time, from the intrigues and ambitioa of particulars, who 
were defirous of a change in the povernment. No, {ays our hifto. 
rian; the reafon of their adinitt'ng royalty was, becaufe the Macedp. 
nians were weak, and the Parthians immature, and the Romans at ¢ 
reat difance, We might have allo inferted, becaule they were not 
ruined by a famine, nor deltroyed by a peftilence, nor overwhelmed 
by a deluge. ‘The firft king was Ariftobulus (A. U. C. 649.) be 
tween whom and their return from captivity, was an interval of 
above 420 years, Heuce they might have had a king, if they had 
chofen it, before the Macedomian, or the Parthian, was at all known; 
nay, béfore the name of the Romans had well reached to the foot of 
lialy. 
‘ It is remarkable, that not one of the authors referred to by Mr 
Gibbon f, in confirmation of his account of the Jews. mentions 
‘© their emerging from ol/curity;” much lels do they {pecify the pare 
ticular period fixed on by our author, ‘* under the fucccfors of Alege 
66 ander.” 

Mr. Davis proceeds to confider the teftimonies of Heathen 
and other writers cited by Mr, Gibbon, in order to oppofe and 
contradict the Jewifh and tcriptural hiftory, and endeavours to 
fhew, at fome length, how little foundation he has for appeal- 
ing to the feveral authors, whofe names figure in his notes, in 
fupport of his grofs mifrepreifentations couce ning the Jews. 

Having examined what Mr. Gibbon has advanced concerning 
the Jews, our Author pafies on to a review oi bis treatment of 
the firft defenders of Chriftianity, and enters, with great fpint, 
into a vindication of the Faruers, who are frequently cen{ured 
by Mr. Gibbon with peculiar feverity. He does not, however, 


—_—<? 





*<¢ Tam Judai, Macedonibus invalidis, Parthis noncum adultis, & 
¢¢ Romani procul aberant, fibi ipf rege impofuere,”’ 


‘ + Note 2. chap. xv 
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undertake an indifcriminate defence of all the Fathers, nor even 
of the whole works of any one of them. * Whoever reads them, 
fays he, muff, amidft all his commendations, find fomething 
to blame. Nor fhall Mr. Gibbon go beyond me in exprefling 
4 difapprobation of their far-fetched allegories, and of their in- 


defenfible aufterities.” 

He places before his readers a very fenfible paflage from Dr. 
Gregory Sharpe’s Apology for fome of the firft Chriftians, as ex 
preflive of his own fentiments concerning the Fathers, and 
then goes on to examine what Mr. Gibbon fays of Tertullian, 
&c. but we muft refer our Readers to the work itfelf, after in- 
ferting what Mr, Davis fays towards the conclufion of his Ex- 
amination, upon the fubject of plagiarifm. 

‘ Thefe proofs of our Author’s plagiaritm which I have produced, 
as undeniable as they are numerous, [ might ftill extend, by tracing 
him more clofely. But I trait chat I have fuffictently convinced eve- 
ry unbiafled perfon, within how narrow a compafs the boafted extent 
of Mr. G.’s reading is contained. It might be very proper to prefent 
his readers with a body of notes, ftuifed with a difgufting farrago of 
ancient learning ; but he could employ his time better than by really 
examining the mully Fathers, whofe writings he {o frequently appeals 
to, Middleton could afford fome topics of abufe; BParbeyrac had 
others ready prepared for his purpofe; and Dodzwell, in one differta- 
tion, chad collected erudition encugh to furnifh the far greater part of 
the materials for his fixteenth chapter. And I think I may boldly 
alert, that if I had added McfLeim’s Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, and Du- 
pin’s Bibliotheque, to my lilt of Mr. G.’s modern friends, I fhould 
hardly have left him a fingle fentence of his own to boa of in his 
two famous chapters, which were to give the death wound to Chrifti- 
anity. In thorr, were I to reftore to each of them the paflages which 
M:. G. has purloined, he would appear as naked as the proud and 
gaudy daw in the fable, when each bird had plucked away his own 
plume. The witty poet tells us what cenfure fuch proceedings 
merit, 

‘* Moveat cornicula rifum 
‘¢ Furtivis nudata coloribus.” 





* I have now completed the tafk I propofed to execute ; which was 
not to confute Mr. G.’s arguments againit the divine original of 
Chriftianity ; bur to expofe the indefenfible arts to which he has re- 
courfein fupporting them; and to itrip them of their boafted no- 
velty, by refloring his pilfered erudition to their proper owners. 
Before 1 conclude, however, it may not be without its ufe to quiet 
the apprehenfions of many a fincere, but, I muft add, ill inftruéted 
Chriftian, who, impofed upon by our hiftorian’s parade of quota- 
tion and elegance of compofition, have done him, what I muft 
think, the unmerited honour of confidering him as an adverfary who 
had produced fomething of importance, unknown to his predeceffors 
in the caufe of infidelity, and which the friends of the Gofpel would 
find it difficult to confute.—Be it obferved, therefore, that Mr. G. 


does not give himfelf the trouble of ftarting any new objection 
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againft the truth of Chriffianity, but that his whole plan of accgyng, 
ing for its progre/s from fe ondary causes is a ftale iniidel topic, urged 
and confuied long before he was born *.’ 

Our Author takes his leave of Mr. Gibbon by afluring him 
that if, in the warmth of compofition, he has made ufe of any 
expreffions too harfh and fevere, it is entirely owing to the in. 
dignation he could not but feel, to fee him perpetually vilify- 
ing the moft venerable and facred truths with contemptuous 
irony. 


* +The following concife paffages from Liofbeim (who is fpoken of 
fo highly on many occafions by our hijlorian) may with propriety be 
iven to my readers, to fhew that his fentiment on this fubjeét is as 
widely diferent from Mr. G.’s, as it is more rational, more Pious, 
and more grateful. They are thus tranflated by Maclaine. 

«* When we confider the rapid progrefs of Chriitianity among the 
Gentile nations, and the poor feeble inftruments by which this great 
and amazing event was immediately effected, we muft natura'ly hay 
recourje to an ounipotent and invifible bind, as its true and proper 
caufe,”? &c. 
~ © Such then were the true caufes of that amazing rapidity with 
which the Chriflian religion fpread itfelf upon the earth; and thofe 
who pretend ta) aljign other reafons of this fu rprizing event, indulge them- 
Selves in idle fictions, which mut difguit every attentive obierver of 

: ” >A @ 
men and things.’ Sect. &, 10. | R. 





Art. VIIL. Remarks upon an Effay, intituled, ** The Hiftorv of the 
** Colonization of the Free siates of Antiquity, applied to the 
“* prefent Conteil between Great Britain and her American Colo 
““ nies”? Ry fohnSymonds, LL. D. Profeffor of Modern Hittory 
in the Univeriity of Cambridge. ato, 2s. 6d. Payne, &c. 1778, 


N our Review for O&obder laft, we gave an account of the 
_ eflay which has given rife to the Remarks now before us. 
The Author of the Effay, and Dr. Symonds, both take care to 
acquaint their readers that they are unconnected with party, 
and uninfluenced by prejudice; and that they have nothing in 
view but truth. How far this may esumapnet be the cafe, it is 
not for us to determine; the Reader muft judge for himfelf. 
Dr. Symonds, however, plainly intimates that the E/fay was 
written to ferve a particular purpofe, and that the Author of it 
has mitreprefented the practice of antiquity. But impartial 
readers will look upon it asa matter of no great importance 
with what views the E/ay or the Remarks were written, og what 
are the tentiments of either of the Authors in regard to our une 
happy difpute with America; they will confider the queftion in 
depate in no other light than that of a literary inquiry. It 1s 
obvious that, whatever was the conduct of the Carthaginians, 
Greeks, or Romans in regard to their colonies, we muft not 
draw conclufions from the practice of one government and ap- 
4 py 
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ly them to another, nor regulate our conduct by particular ex- 
amples, unlefs we are precifely in the fame circumftances with 
the models propofed for our imitation. 

Dr. Symonds endeavours to thew that the Author of the Eifay 
has either not carefully inquired into facts, or has not {tated 
them fairly and honeitly ; that, by his mode of reafoning, it 
would not be difficult to juftify the moft flagrant abufes of 
power that are to be found under any government in Europe ; 
that, inftead of explaining himfelf largely and openly upon the 
plans of Britifh colonization, he has done little more than in- 
troduce a fhort far-fetched dialogue between Great Britain and 
America, fomewhat after the {nip-fnap manner recommended by 
Mr. Bayes, who makes even his prologue to be a dialogue; 
that, throughout the whole of his Effay, he has confounded al- 
lies and colonies with a great deal of artifice and fophiftry ; 
that colonifts, allies, and fubjects are brought upon the ftage, 
as may beft fuit his purpofe, taking one another’s places at the 
word of command, and dancing the hay, like the earth, fun, 
and moon in the Rehcarfal; that every kind of taxation was re- 
pugnant to the principles of the Spartan government; that 
much art and colouring has been employed to fet off his fa- 
vourite people the Athenians ; that the moft oppreffive and ar- 
bitrary proceedings are ftated by him in the fofteft and moft pa- 
latable terms ; that he argues from the violent and unjuft pro- 
ceedings of the Athenians, as if they had been conftitutional 
acts; that, were we even to grant, that the Athenians never 
departed from the ftrict line of juftice, in the treatment of her 
colonies, the author of the Effay cou'd not avail himfelf of the 
conceffion; for unlefs he can prove that they deftined them to 
commercial purpofes, and monopolized their trade, no argu- 
ment can poflibly be drawn from the practice of Athens to that 
of Great Britain; in a word, that, if the Author of the E/ffay 
had profefled himfelf an advocate for our colonies, he could not 
have pleaded more ably in their behalf. 

Thefe are heavy charges againft the author of the Effay, but 
we muft refer our Readers to the Remarks themfelves for what 
is faid in fupport of them; only obferving that none are com- 
petent judges of the point in debate, but thofe who are conver- 
fant with the hiftorians of Greece and Rome. 

The generality of our Readers, however, will be pleafed with 
the following obfervations, which may enable them to form 
fome idea of our Author’s manner of writing and thinking.— 
He charges the author of the Effay with being very {paring in 
his remarks upon the plans of Britifh colonization, and endea- 
vours to fupply the omiffion in the following manner: 

* That the Britifh colonies were chiefly planted for the fake of 
trade, no one who is converfant in our hiftory will affirm. Many 
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of them owed thetr exiftence to the folly of hunting after gold: fom 
to the eagernefs of private adventurers: and fome to religious as 
fecution, which of all poifons is the moft baneful, that can taint {. 
ciety. But though the coijonilts were fettled in very diftant regions 
and for very different purpofes, their connexion with the mother. 
country was never dropt; they were furnithed by her with the necef. 
faries of lite; and made their returns in the produce of their lands 
as foon as the improved tate of agriculture would permit. Increafing 
in ftrengih and population, they attracted the attention of the legif. 
lature, which never lolt hight of that grand object, the engroiling 
all the fruits of their indultry, The Act of Navigation compleated 
this, From that period, they have been obliged to fend hither all 
the commodities, which they do not want for their own confump- 
tion; even fuch as ere detigned for the ufe of other countries; and 
they are comoelled totake ‘rom us the products of foreign growth 
as we!l as our own goods and manufactures. It is true, that they bave 
obtained a partial relief from the legiflature ; but till it may not im- 
properly be cailed a monopoly of their trade; which, whether it be 
agreeable to found policy and juflice, nei her my fubject, nor my ine 
clination leads me toexamine*. It is fufticient to ttate thefe facts, 
that ihe reader may be better able to judge, what degree of credit i 
due to our Author, who afferts, t/at no colonmifis were ever Subjeed 
to fewer refiraints, than the Britifo ones, p. 143. 

‘ From what has been obferved, it naturally follows, that there 
are two capital points, which our Author is obliged to eftablith, if 
he really means to detend the treatment of our colonies by the ex 
amples of the ancient republics, 

« Firit, it muit be proved, that they not only taxed their colo. 
nies, to raife a revenue, but alio monopolized their trade. 

* Secondly, that (fuppofing thefe facts to be afcertained) their 
proceedings were fo juit and equitable, that they ought to direct the 
councils of our own country at the present conjunure, p. 123- 

‘ In the following chapters I fhall chiefly attend to thefe points; 
and, whatever motives may have induced our Author to write his 
effay, | with, for my own part, that the queftion may be confidered 
merely as a literary inguiry, which the learned alone mutt decide.’ 

Speaking of the conduét of the Athenians to their allies and 
colonies, Dr. Symonds makes the following remarks : 

* Had our Author coniulted the benefit of his readers (and, let 
me add, his owa reputation) he would have fhewn, that the ruin 
of Athens was owing to her cruel and reitiefs ambition ; and that her 
hiftory fhould ferve as a fea-mark to caution all ftates to avoid thole 
dettructive recks, upon which fhe herfeif had fplit. Thefe were the 
fentiments of the ableit writers of antiquity, who certainly mult be 
the belt judges in this queion. Thucydides is every where expll- 
cit uponthistopic. Xenophon begins his admirable difcourfe uponthe 
revenues of Athens, with advifing her to relieve the confederate Cl 
ties; but ifocrates goes ftill farther. When he compofed his cele 


a 





* « See this fully difcuffed in Dr. Adam Smith's Inquiry into the 
Nature and Cavfes of the Wealth of Nations, which is a very valu 
able treatife upon national ceconomy.’ 
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brated panegyric upon Athens, it was his bufinefs to enforce, with 
ali the powers of eloquence, whatever he thought mott conducive to 
her glory ; and, indeed, he has acquitted himfelf with fo much art, 
chat, were we to judge of the Athenians by no other fandard, we 
fhould be led to 1magine, that they were as eminent for their hu- 
manity, as for their learning and valour. Very different was the 
lan of this diftinguifhed writer in his harangue upon the expediency 
of a peace. Here we fee the genuine man, withouc partiality or af- 
fetation; neither complying with popular prejudices; nor difguif- 
ing maverial truths; nor artificially conveying falfe principles and 
charafters into the minds of his fellow-citizens ; but tracing their ca- 
Jamities to their reai tource, their tyrannical conduct towards the reft 
ot Greece. 

‘Jris with pain I fpeak fo harthly of a people, to whom we are 
indebted for fuch fignal benefits. The petty difiridt of Attica alone, 
not larger than the jingle county of Stafiord, produced, within the 
compaisof acentury, a ict of writers, who will command the ad- 
miration of the lateit polierity. ‘hey worked up their language 
jnto all the majeity and iweetnefs imaginable ; they introduced into 
it the fublimeit fentiments of morality, as well as the moft exact 
pictures of human life; they treated every fubje& with equal accu+ 
racy and elegance; and are the vbeit models upon which we can form 
ourfelves to enlarge the underilanding, and improve the tafle. To 
accomplifh fo detirable ends, thefe aushors mutt be felt, if I mav fay 
fo, as well as underfiood. But whatever merit I may give to indivi- 
duals, I can allow none to the government of Athens. Her admi- 
nitration, with refpect to foreign, as well as domellic affairs, was 
anuniform fyiem of rapine and opprefiion. Her laws permitted 
ations 10 be brought agvinit thofe who were ungrateful; and yet fhe 
was guilty of accumulated acls of the bafelt ingratitude. She was 
theonly nation that ever erected an altar to Mercy; and yet Cruelty 
was an idol to which fhe frequently facrificed. 

‘ But to return from this thort diorefiion—Were we even to grant 
that the Athenians never departed from the ftriét line of juflice, in 
the treatment of her colonies, our Author could not avail himfelf of 
the conceffion ; for unfefs he can prove, that they deftined them to 
commercial purpofes, and monopolized their trade, no argument can 
polibly be drawn from the practice of Athens, to that of Great Bri- 
tan. Though the Athenians did not carry on fo extenfive a trade, 
as might reafonably be expected from their advantageous fituation 
and naval force, yet they appear to have been much the greateft 
commercial power in Greece. They engroffed the trade of the Eux- 
ine; which was not only an excellent nurfery for their feamen, but 
likewife occafioned a regular and conitunt demand for their manu- 
fadures. Their haroour of Pireus is reprefented 2s a London or 
Amfterdam in miniature. That they received a confiderable revenue 
from the cuitoms, is abundantly proved by antient writers, The 
duty upon goods exported from Athens, was ten, five, or two per 
Cent. according to the exigencies of the government; whilit the du- 
tes on importation, by a ilrange abfurdity, were in general but one 
Percent. and fometimes amounted to two. Surely it would have 
become our Author to have inguired, whether the colonies paid 
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only the ordinary duties on importation; or whether they were 
obliged to fend to Athens all ‘the products of their refpetive Coun. 
tries. We can gather from Strabo, and other writers, what wep 
the principal fiaple commodities of the colonies : but our Author iy 
fo far from thewing, that the Athenians had an exclufive enjoymem 
of them, that he has not fo much as intimated, that they laid their 
trade under the Jeatt reitraint. He has indeed obferved from Thg, 
cydides, that the lo/s of Amphipolis was a fevere blox on the Athenian. 
partly on account of the materials for foip-building ; and partly becayf 
it opened a communication to the other colonies in that country; but priy 
cipall; on account of the large revenue it returned, (p. 69.) but Thacy. 
dides does not inform us in this paflage, whence that revenue arofe; 
and it would be very rafh to infer, that it was derived from a mono 
poly of trade, which is the point in agitation. Whatever there. 
fore our Author has remarked upon Athens, as well as Sparta, 
is utterly inapplicable to the prefent unfortunate difpute betwee 
Great Britain and her colonies; and the fine fabric, which he ha 
raifed with fo much art and induftry, muft neceffarily fhare the fame 
fate, which attends all buildings, erected on a bad foundation,’ 
The Author of the E/ay has entered into a long difcuffion of 
the policy of the Romans, with refpeét to the inftitution and 
management of their colonies, and has endeavoured to fhew, 
that they obliged them to furnifh both money and troops for 
the fupport of the parent ftate; that they regulated the mode of 
raifing their fupplies; and that they fubjected them to fuch re 
ftrictions as they judged neceflary to fecure their dependence, 
* He has employed, fays Dr. Symonds, above forty pages in this 
difquifition ; and, though it be certain, that the colonies, planted 
by the Romans in Italy, cannot properly be called colonies, accord. 
ing to the modern acceptation of that term, yet] will anfwer the 
whole chapter in one line, by granting it. After fuch a parade of 
learning, one would naturally expect, that he fhould inform us of 
the connexion, which fubfitted between the Romans and their colo 
nies in matters of trade; that he might the better introduce a com 
parifon between Rome and Great Britain. Did the Romans prohibit 
their colonies to eftablifh any particular kinds of manufactures? Did 
they bar them from accefs to the fountain-head for commodities 
which could not be fupplied by Rome, but at fecond hand? Did 
they oblige them to fend to Rome all the produéts, which were 00 
requifite for home-confumption? In fhort, was their induftry 
trade laid under any reftraint? Not a fyllable is offered upon thi 
fubje&t, which ought to have been weighed with particular attention, 
and yet our Author boldly concludes, shat the right of Great Brita 
to impofe taxes on her colonies is fupported by the pradice of Remt, ) 
130, 135. Now though I have left him in the full enjoyment of his 
premifes, I muft utterly deny his conclufion ; for he has reafoned, 
as if the circumftances of Rome and Great Britain were exactly fim 
lar; whereas the principal object of colonization in the former ¥# 
empire; which never entered into the views of the latter. As ou 
Author has unkindly left his argument in the lurch, I will beg 
leave to take it up for him ; and give it its full and proper at 
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¢ His principal aim is to point out the precednts of antiquity in 
phe treatment of colontes, whith may be ufeful to us in the fettlement of 
war own Pp» 123- With this view he has appealed to the practice 
of the Romans, awho of all the fiates of antiquity, exercifed the mo? 
thority over their colonies, p. 145. He has proved that 
m at ple2fure, for the fupport and defence of the mo- 


~ 


yxtenfive au 


they taxed the fur | 
ther country 5 but he has not even infinuated, thet they reflrained 


their trade ; mach lefs that they monopolized it. A filence of this 
kind, on the fide of our Author, may pafs for a negative proof, 
shat the Romans fuffered them to enjoy it free and unmoleited. !t 
‘swell known, on the contrary, that Greut Britatn has not only 
uxed her colonies, but has alfo engroffed all the advantages of their 
commerce. What then is the rule of conduct which fhe ought ¢o dea 
rive from the example of Rome at the prefent conjuncture (ps 123. ) The 
aafwer is obvious. She ought to repeal the Act of Navigation, if 
he perfilts in the taxing of her colonies. ‘This is the conclusion 
which naturally refults from our Author’s premifes; but it 1s fo far 
from proving what he has inierred from them, that it directly over- 
throws his whole hypothefis. I am afraid, that our Author will be 
fufpected of turning the tables upon his reader; for if he had pro- 
fefled himfelf an advocate for our colonies, he could not have pleaded 
more ably in their behalf.’ 

Speaking of the Corinthians, Dr. Symonds tells us, that they 
did not require of their colonies a mGnopoly of their trade; did 
not compel them to levy taxes for the maintenance of their ci- 
vil eftablifhment ; much lefs did they endeavour to extort from 
them a revenue for the fupport of the government of the parent 
fate: they left them in poffleffion of their own property, and 
only afked of them the common marks of refpect, and their al- 
lance in time of war. He is far from infinuating that it would 
have become Great Britain to have been fatisfied with fuch terms 
inrecard to America; but he aflerts, that had fhe followed the 
example of Corinth, and, he believes, the cuftom generally 
eftablifhed in Greece, fhe would have made no other demands. 7 


- 





Art. IX. Warton’s Hiftory of Englifh Poetry, continued: See our 
lait. 


O trace the progrefs of Science through the firft rude no- 

tices of any particular nation, requires a mind warm with 
the love, and ardent in the purfuit, of antiquities. Nothing 
but fuch a difpofition could have carried our Author through 
the many miferable details that occur in the iufancy of Eng- 
lit literature, but, what is ten times worfe, through the whole 
legendary trafh of France, with which he has filled the greateft 
part of his fixth fection. We know its ufe, at the fame time, 
and the object of the Author’s laudable induftry. 

In the beginning of that fection he takes notice of the only 
two remaining poets he had to mention under the reign of Henry 
the Sixth, Thefe were Hugh Campeden and Thomas Chetter. 

P 2 But 





212 W arton’s Hiftory of Poetry. Vol. If. 


But Campeden deferves not the name of a poct, being on} the 
miferable tran(lator of a romance. Chefier, indeed, if, ag Mr 
W. fuggelts, he was the author of the romance of the Ear| of 
Thouloufe, is entitled to fome rank among the poets of his 
day; for that work has invention, difpofition, and harmony, 

We now come to the ftate of poetry in the reign of Ry. 
ward the Four:h@ an aurelia ftate, indeed, but advancing to the 
wing. Under this Prince’s reign, however, it made no grea 
progrefs. os 

As we have feldom feen the origin and hiftory of the lay. 
reat’s ofce fo well inveltigated as by Mr. Warton, in this fec. 
tion, we fhall give our Keaders bis account of it at large; 

‘ In this reign, the firit mention of the king’s poet, under the ap. 
pellation of Laureate. occurs. John Kay Was appointed poer 
laureate to Edward the Fourth. Ic is extraordinary, that he thould 
have left no pieces of poetry to prove his pretenfions in fome de. 
gree to this office, wich which he is faid to have been invefted by 
the king, at his return fiomTtaly, The only compofition he has 
tranfmitted to potieri:y isa profe Englith tranflation of a Latin hif. 
tory of the Sieve cf Rhodesy in the dedication addreffed to kino 
Edward, or rather in ihe title, he ttyles himfelf Sys humble poete lew. 
reate, Although th:s our lauteate furnifhes us with no materials as 
a poet, yet his ofuce, wiich here occurs for the firft time under this 
denomination, muit not pafs unnoticed in the annals of Enaglith 
poetry, and will prcduce a thor digrefiion. 

* Great confufion has entered into this fubje&t, on account of the 
degrees in grammar, which included rhetoric and verfification, ane 
ciently taken in our univerfities, particularly at Oxford: on which 
occahon, a wreath of laurel was prefented to the new graduate, who 
was afie wards ufually ityled poeta laureatus. ‘Thefe f{cholattic lau- 
reation., however, feem to have given rife to the appellation in 
cuefiion. I will eive fome inilances at Oxford, which at the fame 
time will explain ibe pature of the ttudies for which our accademical 
philologills nceived their rewards, About the year 1470, one John 

(on, a fludent in grammar, obtained a conceffion to be gra 
@uated und laureated in that {cience ; on condition that he compoled 
epe hundied Latin verfes in pratie of the univerfity, and a Latin co- 
medy, Aoother grammarian was ditineutthed with the fame badge, 
after having flipuiated, that, at the nexc public act, he would affix 
the fame number of hexameters on the great gates of Saint Mary’s 
church, that they wight be tcen by the whole univerfity. ‘This was 
at that. period the met convenience mode of publication. About the 
fame time, one Maurive Byichentaw, a fcholar in rhetoric, fuppli- 
cated to be admitted to read le€tures, that 1s, to take a degree, in 
that faculty; and his petition was granted, with a provifion, that 
he ihuu'd write one hundred veries con the elory of the univeriity, 
and not fuser Ovid’s Ant or Love, and the Elegies of Pamphilus, 
to be fiudied in his auditory. Not lono afterwards, one John Bul- 
min, another rhetorician, having complied with the terms impofed, 
of explaining the firit book of Luily’s Orrices, and Itkewife the 
firtl of his EvisrLes, without any pecuniary emolument, was gra 
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guated in rhetoric; and a crown of laurel was publicly placed on 
his head by the hands of the chancellour of the univerfity. About 
the year 1489, Skelton was laureated at Oxford, and in the year 
14g? was permitted to wear his laurel a: Cambridge. Robert Whit- 
tington afrords the laft inflance of a rhetorical degree at Oxford. He 
was a fecu‘ar prieft, and eminent for his various treatifes in gram- 
mar, and for his facility in Latin poetry: having exercifed his art 
many years, and fubmicting to the cuflomary demand of an hundred 
verfes, he was honoured with the Jaarel in the year 1512. This title 
is prefixed 10 one of his grammatical fviiems. * RoperTi WH iT- 
rixtont, Lichfeldienfis, Grammatices Magifiri, ProtovaTis Anglia, 
in forentiffima Oxon:enfi Achademia Laureatr, »E OcTo ParTiBus 
O ations. in his PaneGyric to cardinal Wolfey, he mentions 
his laurel, 
Sufcipe naurRicoms munoufcula parva Roberti. 

‘ With regard to the Poct laureate of the kings of England, an 
oficer of the court remaining under that title to this day, he is un- 
doubredly the fame that is ityled the Kinc’s Vexsirier, and to 
whom one hundred fillings were paid as his annual ftipend, inthe 
year i251. But when or how that ritle commenced, and whether 
this oficer was ever folemnly crowned with laurel at his firft invetti- 
ture, I will not pretend to determine, after the fearches of the learned 
Selden on this queition have proved unfuccefsful. I: feems moit 
probable, that the barbarous and inglorious name of Vex«strier 
gradually gave way to an appellation of more elegance and dignity: 
or rather, that at length, thofe only were in general invited to this 
appointment, who had received acacemical fan¢tion, and had me- 
rited a crown of !aurel in the univerlities for their abilities in Latin 
compofition, particularly Latin verfifcation. Thus the &éag’s Lau- 
reate was nothing more than ** a graduated rhetorician employed in 
the fervice of the king.”? That he origirally wrote in Latin, appears 
from the antient title werfifcator: and may be more ver collected 
from the two Latin poems, which Batton and Gulielmus, who ap- 
pear to have refpectively a¢ted in the capacity of royal poets to Ri- 
chard the Firit and Edvard the Second, ollicially compofed on Ri- 
chard’s crufa'e, and Edward’s fiege of Striveling caitle, 

‘ Andrew Bernard, fucceflively poet laureate of iienry the Se- 
venth and the Eighth, affords a fiill ftronger proof that this ofacer 
was a Latin fcholar. Hewasa native of Thoou'e, and an Auguf- 
tne monk. He was not only the king’s poet laureate, as it is fup- 
pofed, but his hiftoriographer, and precepior in grammar to prince 
Arthur, He obrained many ecclefiallical preferments in England. 
All the pieces now to be found, which he wrote in the characier of. 
poet laureate, are in Latin. ‘Thefe are, aw Anpress to Henry the 
Lighth for the mof? aufpicicus beginning of the tenth year of bis reign. with 
an Epis HALAM‘UM oa the marriage of Francis the Dauphin of France 
with the king's daughter. A New Yeaxw's Girt for the year igis. 
And verfes withing pro/perity to his majeity’s thirteenth year. He 
has left iome i.atin hymns: and mans of his Latin profe pieces, 
which ne wrote in the quality of hiftoriographer to bota monarchs, 
ae remaining, 

; fam Of opinion, that it was not cuftomary for the roval laureate 
lOwrte in Enoliii, till the reformation of religion had b gen to 
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diminifh the veneration for the Latin language: or rather, till the 
love of novelty, and a better fenfe of things, had banifhed the nar. 
row pedantries of monailic erudition, and taught us to Cultivate our 
native tongue, In the mean time it is to be withed, that another 
change might at leaft be fuffered to take place in the execution of 
this inititution, which is confeffed!y Gothic, and unaccommodated 
to modern manners, I mean, that the more than annual return of 
a compofition on a trite argument would be no longer required. [ 
am confvious I fay this at a time, when the belt of kings affords the 
moi! juft and copious theme for panegyric: but I fpeak it at a time, 
when the cepartment is honourably filled by a poet of tafte and ges 
nius, which are idly waited on the mott {plendid fubje&s, when im. 
poled by conilraint, and perpetually repeaced. 

‘ To what is here incidentally coilected on an article more cuy- 
rious than important, ] add an obfervation, which fhews that the 
practice of other nations in this refpect altogether corre{ponded with 
that of ovr own. When we read of the laureated poets of Ivaly and 
Germany, we are to remember, that they molt commonly received 
this honour from the liate, or fome univertfity ; feldom, at leaf not 
immediately, from the prince: and if we find any of thefe profef- 
fedly employed in the department of a court-poet, that they were 
not, in confequence of that peculiar fituation, ilyied poets laureate, 

The diitinction, ar leait in general, was previoufly conferred.’ 

The eighth fection turns entirely on the fubject of Rowley’s 
Poems, a fubject on which we have fome time ago given our decis 
live fentiments, and we meet with nothing here to {uperfede them, 

‘ The iubfequent reigns of Richard the Third, Edward the Fifth, 
and Henry the Seventh, abounded in obfcure verfifiers. 

‘ A mutilated poem which occurs among the Cotton manufcripts 
in the Britihh Mufeum, and principally contains a fatire on the nuns, 
who not le{s from the nature of their eflablifhment, than from the 
ufual degeneracy which attends all inilitutions, had at length lott 
their original purity, feems to belong to this period *. It is without 
wit, and almoit without numbers, It was written by one Bertram 
Walton, whofe name now firft appears in the catalogue of Englih 
poets; and whofe life I calmly refign to the refearches of fome more 
Jaborious and PaTIENT ANTIQUARY.’ 

Ina note, p, 172, we find the following record of a curious 
piece of facred heraldry. ¢ Of the offspring of the Gentilman 
Jafeth come Habraham, Moyfes, Aron, and the Profettys, and 
alfo the Kyng of the right Lyne of Mary, of whom that Gentil» 
wan Jhefus was born, very God and Man. After his Manhode, 


os 





* * Difadvantageous fufpicions again{t the chaftity of the female 
religious were pret-aded in earlier times. About the year 1250, a 
bithop of Lincoln viiited the nunneries of his diocefe: on which oc- 
cafion, fays the Continuator of Matthew Paris, ‘* ad domos religio- 
farum veniens, fecit EXPRIMI MAMi.LAs earundum, ut fic phyficts 
fi effet inter eas corruptela, experiretur.”” Matt. Parif, Hitt. p- 739 
Henricus iti. edit. Tig, 1589. fol. An anecdote, which the hifto- 
rian relates with indignation ; not on account of the nuns, but of the 
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Kynge of the Land of Jude and of Jues, Gentilman by his 
vs ger Mary, Prynce of Cote Armure, &c. &c.’ Wretched fi- 
‘uation of intellect ! Who reads but pities the condition of his 
forefathers ? We remember to have feen a copy of a will be- 
longing to this period, which begun, / In the name of Al- 
mightye God, and Mary his Moder’—it is much that the tran- 
fcriber did not add, and Ann, his Grandmoder. 

Bradfhaw, who in thefe times wrote the Life of St. Werburg 
in Englifh verfe, feems comparatively entitled to fome diftinc- 


tion, we mean under the graphical ftyle. | 
‘ The mott fplendid paflage of this poem, is the following defcrip- 

tion of the feait made by king Ulpher in the hall of the abbey of 
Ely, when his daughter Werburgh was admitted to the veil iv that 
monafery. Among other curious anecdotes of ancient manner:, the 
fubjects of the tapeitry, with which the hall was hung, and of the 
fongs fung by the minftrels, on this folemn occafion, are given at large. 

Kynge Wulfer her father at this ghoftly {poufage 

Prepared great tryumphes, and folempnyte ; 

Made a royall feeit, as cuflome is of maryage, 

Sende for his frendes, after good humanyte 

Kepte a noble houfholde, fhewed great lyberaltye 

Both to ryche and poore, that to this feeft wolde come, 

No man was denyed every man was wellcome, 


Her uncles and auntes, were prefent there all 

Ethelred and Merwalde, and Mercelly alfo 

Thre bleffed kynges, whome fayntes we do call 

Saint Kenefwyd, faint Keneburg, their fifters both two 
And of her noble lynage, many other mo 

Were redy that feaion, with reverence and honour 

At this noble tryumphe, to do all theyr devour. 


Tho kynges mete them, with their company, 
Egbry& kynge of Kent, brother to the quene ; 

The fecond was Adulphe kynge of the eait party, 
Brother to faynt Audry, wyfe and mayde ferene ; 
With divers of theyr progeny, and nobles as I wene, 
Dukes, erles, barons, and lordes ferre and nere, 

In theyr beft array, were prefent all in fere *. 


Tt were full tedyous, to make deferypcyon 

Of the great tryumphes, and folempne royalte, 
Belongynge to the feeb, the honour and provyfyon, 
By playne declaracyon, upon every partye; 

But the fothe to fay, withouten ambyguyte, 

All herbes and flowrees, fragraunt, fayre and f{wete, 
Were ftrawed in halles, and layd under theyr fete. 


Clothes of gold and arras, were hanged in the hall 
Depaynted with pyctures, and hyftoryes many folde, 
Well wroughte and craftely, with precious ftones all 
Glyterynge as Phebus, and the beten golde, 

Lyke an erthly paradyfe, pleafaunt to beholde: 
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As for the fayd movoes +, was not them amonge, 
But prayenge in her ceil, as done all novice yonge, 






























The flory of — there was goodly wroucht 

And of his wyfe Eve bytwene them the ferpent, 

How they were deceyve, and to theyr peynes brought; 
There was Cay and Abell, offeryoge theyr prefent; 
The tacryfyce of © Abel ll, accepte full evydent: 

Tubal! and Tubalcaiu, were purtrayed tn that place 
The inventours of mulyke, and crai:e by great grace, 


Noe and his fhyppe, was made there curyoufly 
Sendynge forthe a raven, whiche never came agains 
And how the dove returned, witha braunche hat ftely, 
A token of comforie and peace, to man certayne: 
Abraham there was, ftanding upon the mount playne 
To offer in facrifice, lfaac his dere fone, , 
And how the thepe ior bym was offered in oblacyon, 
The twelve fones of Jacob, there were in purtrayture 
' And how into Evypt, yonge jo'eph was folde, 
There was imprifoned, by a talie conjeCtour, 
After in all Egypte, was ruler (as is tolde). 
There was in pycture, Moyles wyfe and boide, 
Our Lorde apperynge, in buthe hammynge as fyre 
And nothing thercot brent, lefe, tree, nor {pyre ft, 
The ten plages of Egypt, were well embof 
The chvidren of Ifrael, pafiyng the reed fee, 
Kynge Pharco drowned, with all his proude hoof, 
And how the two table, at the mounte Synaye 
Were gyven to Movies, znd how foon to idolairy 
The people were prone, and punyfhed were therefore, 
How Daton and Abyron, for pryde were full youre ||. 
Duke Jofue was joyned, after them in py@ure, 
Ledynge the Ifrehelytes to the land of promyffyon, 
And how the faid laud was divided by mefure 
To the people of God, by equall fundry porcyon: 
The judges and bys:hops were there everychone, 
P| Theyr noble ates, and tryumphes marcyall, 
Frosthly' were browdred in thefe clothes royall.’—— 

This poem carries on the defcription to a confiderable length; 
but the above extract may fuffice as a {pecimen. 

Concerning legend-makers, there is a curious ftory. Gilbert 
de Stone, a learned ecclefiaftic, who flourifhed about the year 
1380, was folicited by the monks of Holywell in Flintthire, to 
write the life of their patron faint. Stone applying to thefe 
monks for materials, was anfwered, that they had none in their 
monattery. Upon which he declared, that he could execute the 
work juft as ealily without any materials at all: and that he 
would write them a moit exceilent legend, after the manner of 
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ye legend of Thomas a Becket. Heghas the character of an 
elezant writer; and feems to have dofle the fame piece of fer- 
‘ce, perhaps in the fame way, to other religious houfes. 

2 We cannot leave this fection without giving our Readers 
“fyme idea of an anonymous book, intituled, the Calendar of 
Shepherds, belonging to the fame period ; 

‘In the eighth chap:er of our Karenper are defcribed the feven 
yifons, or the punithments in hell of the feven deadly fins, wi ich 
Lazarus faw between his death and refurrection, Thete punifhments 
are imagined with great itrencth of fancy, and accompanied with 
wooden cuts boldly touched, and which the printer Wynkyn de 
Worde probably procured from fome German engraver at the in- 
ancy of the art. ‘The Prouv are bound hy hooks of ron to vaft 
wheels, like mills, placed between craggy precipices, which are in- 
ceffantly whirling with the moft violent imperuoficy, and found like 
thunder. The Evvious are plunged in a lake half frozen, from 
which as they attempt to emerge for eafe, their naked Jimbs are sa- 
flantly {mote with a blatt of fuch intolerable keennefs, that they are 
compelled to dive again into the lake, To the WRATHFUL is af- 
fioned a gloomy cavern, in which their bodies are butchered, and 
their limbs mangled by demons with various weapons, The SLoru- 
rut are tormented in a 4orrible hall dark and tenebrous, {warming 
with innumeravle fiying ferpents of various fhapes and fizes, which 
fling tothe heart. This, l think, is the hell of the Gothic Eppa, 
The Coverous are dipped in cauldrons filled with boiling metals. 
The GLuTronous are placed in a vale neer a loathfome pool, 
abounding with veriomous creatures, on whofe banks tables are 
fread, from which they are perpetually crammed with toads by de- 
vil. Concupiscence is punifhed in a field full of immenfe pits 
or wells, overflowing with fire and falphur. This vifionary fcene 
of the infernal punithments feems to be borrowed fom a legend re- 
lated by Matthew Parts, under the reign of king John: in which 
the foul of one Turkhill, a native of Tidttude in Effex is conveyed 
by faint Julian from his body, when Jaid afleep, into hell and hea- 
ven, In hell he has a fight of the torments of the damned, which 
are prefented under the form and name of the INFERNAL PAGEANTS, 
and greatly reiemble the fictions I have juit defcribed. Among the 
tormented, is a knight, who had paffed his life in fhedding much 
innocent blood at tilts and tournaments. He is introduced, com- 
pleatly armed, on horfeback ; and couches his lance againtt the de= 
mon, who is commiflioned to feize and to drag him to his eternal 
cefliny. There is likewife a prieftt who never faid mafs, and a ba- 
ron of the exchequer who took bribes. ‘l urkhill is then condu@ed 
into the manfions of the bleff-d, which are painted with frong ori- 
ental colouring: and in paradife, a garden replenifhed with the moft 
delicious fruits, and the moit exquitsie variety of trees, plants, and 
flowers, he foes Adam, a perfonage of gigantic proportion, but the 
moft beautiful fymmetry, reclined on the fide of a fountain which 
fent forth four itreams of different water and colour, and under the 
hhade of a tree of immenfe fize and height, laden with fruits of every 

ind, and breathing the richeft odours. Afterwards {aint Julian con- 
veys the foul of Turkhill back to his body; and when awakened, 

€ relates this Vifion to his parifh-priett,’ 
We 
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We find many ingenious obfervations towards the latter end 
of the ninth fection, and muft leave them unnoticed with 
regret. ' 
(To be continued, or concluded in our next.) L 





— 


Art. X. Mifellancous Works of the late Philip Dormer Stanhope, Earl 
of Chefierfeld; contitting of Letters, Political Tratts, and Poems. 
Volume the Third; completing the Edition of his Lordthip’s 
Works, began by Dr. Maty. Colleéted, arranged, and revifed, 
with a Preface, and Notes, by B. W. of the Inner-Temple, 
4to. gs. Boards. Walliams, &c. 1778. 


E know nothing of this collection, nor of its editor, 

farther than what is revealed by B. W. himfelf, in the 
foregoing copy of his title-page, and in the following tran{cript 
of the latter part of his Preface: 

‘ The character of Lord Chefterfield is fufficiently known as aman 
of wit, and his talents as an attentive obferver of maukind are uni- 
verfally acknowledged. The few flight productions which from 
time to time carele{sly fell from his pen, fufficiently prove the one; 
and the collection of letters to his fon (whatever may be imputed to 
fome parts of them) will clearly demonitrate the other. Butthe more 
valuable part of his character, and which hath been but flightly at. 
tended to, was the integrity of his political principles: thefe led him 
to act and think with a confittency which is feldom feen in a ftatef. 
man, and which, when feen, demands refpect and reverence. 

‘ The late publication of Lord Cheiterfield’s Works, under the 
jnfpection of Dr. Maty, does not appear to have afforded that fatis- 
faction which the world expected from it; and when it is confidered 
how imperfect it mufi be deemed, from the omiffion of his Political 
and Poetical performances, which compofe fo valuable a part of the 
noble Author’s produdtions, the diffatisfaction which arofe on the 
appearance of that publication will not be confidered as the effect of 
caprice, or be afcribed to the ficklenefs of public opinion, Another 
caufe may be pointed out, which certainly operated on the minds of 
many: it was no other than difguit at feeing an imperfeé work, 
_where a complete one was expected. 

‘ Since the publication of Dr. Maty’s edition, many enquiries 
have been made after thofe performances which he omitted, and 
great complaints made at their not being infer:ed. They are un- 
doubtedly liable to none of the objeétions which have been made to 
the printing his confidential letters; they propagate no fentiments 
unworthy of the writer, or injurious to fociety ; they are fuch as he 
never difowned; and which he would probably have preferved, had 
his works been collected under his own infpe&ion. The political 
ones, as hath been obferved, contain fuch information as any per- 
fon, who is defirous of knowing the hiltory of Europe fince the ac- 
ceilion of. the Houfe of Hanover, ought to be acquainted with: they 
thew the patriotifm of the noble author in a very advantageous light; 
he never recanted the opinions contained in them; and as he took 
Care to put his name in MSS. to them, it may reafonably " ae 
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med it was with a view to affert his right to them, and to prevent 
eir being afcribed to any other author, re 

‘ Why thefe pieces, as well as the others contained in this volume, 
were not inferted in Dr. Maty’s edition, will be difficult to be ac- 
counted for: perhaps, as fome of them are very fcarce, they were 
not to be obtained, Whatever was the reafon, they are abfolutely 
neceflary to complete the Works of Lord Chefterfield; and, as fuch, 
gre now collecied together, and fubmitted to the candour and pro- 
teGiion 0: the public.” ; 

The pieces contained in this volume, are, fir, Fourteen Let- 
yrs to Mofier STANHOPE, § on the Art of Pleafing.’— With re- 
pect to this young Gentleman, the Editor has the following 

flavre ° 
y Dr. Mat obferves, that Lord Chefterfield’s deareft hopes being 
defeated by the death of his fon, he endeavoured to fill up the va- 
cancy by an attention truly becoming his character and rank. He 
hed, in the year 1767, adopted the fon of his kinfman Mr. Stanhope, 
of Mansfield, heir to the title, but not to the elftates. At this ad- 
yanced time Of life, we find him with uncommon care and even 
anxiety, fuperintending the education of his fucceffor. The cor- 
sefpondence, which, notwithilanding his infirmities, he regularly 
kept up with him, is an undoubted proof how much he had at heart 
the future luftre of the honours he bore. Of this correfpondence the 
fourteen letters here printed, compofe a very pleafing and intereiling 
portion. They give a moft amiable idea of the heart of the cele- 
brated author, and delineate a picture which every man of fortune 
and fafhion would with to be realized in his fon. Their authenticity 
no man of tafte can entertain a doubt of. ‘They certainly carry it on 
the face of them.’ 

We agree with the Editor, that no doubt of the authenticity 
of thefe letters can arife in the mind of any competent judge of 
ftyle, who is acquainted with Lord Chefterfield’s manner. We 
fhall give the 13th and 14th letters, for the fatisfaction of our 
Readers in general, and for the in/fruction of the younger part of 
them. 

‘ MY DEAR LITTLE BOY, 

‘Ihave more than once recommended to you, in the courfe of 
our correfpondence, attention; but I fhall frequently recur to that 
fubjet, which is as inexhauftible as it is important. Attend care- 
fully, in the firft place, to human nature in general, which is pretty 
much the fame in all human creatures, and varies chiefly by modes, 
habits, education and example: analyfe, and, if I may ufe the ex- 
prefion, anatomize it; ftudy your own, and that will lead you to 
Know other peoples’; carefully obferve the words, the looks, and 
geitures of the whole company you are in, and retain all their little 
ingularities, humours, taftes, affeétions, and antipathies; which will 
enable you to pleafe or avoid them, occafionally, as your judgment 
may direét you. . 

_ Iwill give you the moft trifling inftance of this that can be ima- 
gined, and yet will be fure to pleafe, If you invite any body to 
diner, you fhould take care to provide thofe things which you have 
obferved 
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obferved them to like more particularly, and not to have thofe things 


which you know taey have an ant oathy to. Thete trifling things 
go a great way in the art of ple: afing, and the more fo, from being 
fn trifling, that they are flattering pro fs of vourr — to thofe per. 
fons. Thefe things are what the F rench call dvs alten: LOns ; Which, 
to do them juttice, they ftudy and practife more shana any people in 
Evrope. 

¢ Attend to, and lool at whoever fpeaks to vou, ond never feem 
diflrait* or reviur, as if vou did not hear them at all; ; for ‘othing 
is more contemptib'e, and confequently more fhockinz. Ik is true, 
you will by this means often be obliged to atrend to ‘< ngs not worth 
any body’s attention; butit is a necell: ary fac rice to be made to 
good manners in fociety. A minute attention is allo nec ceffary to 
time, place, and c character; a Gon mot 1n One company is nor {oj In 
another, but, on the contrary may prove ofeafive. Never joke with 
thofe whor you obferve to be at the time nentuve and ey and, 


on the other hand, do not preach and moralize in a company full of 


mirth and gaicty. Many peo ple come into comp 9 fall of what 
they intend to] fay In it th emielves, without the leat 1 rard {0 0! hers; 
and thus charged up to the muzzie, are determined to let it off at any 


. ™ * . cal Yetr oa} - © om fr:28 
rate. I knew aman who hod a a ry about a pun, ws ch he thought 


a good one, and that he told it very well, Hletrieda I means in the 
world to turn the converfation vpoa guns; but, if he failed in hig 
attempt, he farted in his chair, a df jaid he heard a gun fired; but 


. th ” } ’ —_— my = . — j on 9 ot . 
when the company affured him they heard no fuch thing, he an- 


{wercd, perhaps then | 


was miffaiken; but, however, fince we are 
talking of guns—and then % “old his itory, to ct: ne great Indignati 10n of 
the coinpany. 


‘ Become, as far a3 with innocence and honour you can, all things 


_ 


to all men, and you will gaia a great many friends. Have des pre- 
senances too, and fay or do whar you ja dge before-hand will be 
moit agreeable to them, withcat th: i sing at or expecting it. Ie 
would be end!lefs to ae the numberslefs oOpport unities a man has 


} 


of plealing, if he will but make nie of them; ; your own good fenfe 
will fueceit them to you, and your eood nature, aad even your in- 
tereft, aie induce you to prative them. Great attention is to be had 





° A p ffage from the firit letter in this {eries, mav b2 given as an 
apology for his Lordth’p’s frequent ule of Galiici/ms, in the cor- 
refpondence now before us;—bur, at the faine time, it muft be 

flowed chac the noble and truly incentous writer was, On moft occae 
fions, and on molt fubje&s, too much addiéted to this pras:ice. On 
the pre‘ent occaiion, however, he feems to be not unjultifable ; the 
rng 1s the p ffage above referred to: 

‘ { thall write )ou a feries of letters, which I defire you will read 
twice over, snd keep by you, upen the duty, the utility, and the 
mtans of pleating, thatis, of hete x what the French call aimable; 
an art, which, tr mul be wwrned, they poffefs almott exclufively: 
they have @udied it the moit, and they pra&ife it the bet. I 
hall, therefore, often borrow their expreflions in the following 
Jetrers, as anfwering my ideas better than any 1 can find in my own 
anpuege.’ ‘ 
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fo times Se — alons; for examp ple, at meals talk often, but never 


for the frivolous bullle of Keds ants, and often the 
erfation of es gueils, which chiefly turns upon 

nd ceflar-itu F, will moc bear eny long reafonings or 
als are, aud were always, reck oned the moments of 
se aaind, and facred to eafvy mirth and focial chearful- 
chi. mes m, and furniih your quota of good-hu- 
not induced by example to the fre guent exc efs of glut- 


ance; the former inevitably produces dulnefs, the 


be a prejesin every thing you fay ordo. In converfing 

2 much your fepesiors, however eafy and familiar 
tu be with them, preferve ae reipect that 1s due 
(2 with your eguals with as ealy familiarity, and, 


creat civility and cecency. But too much familia- 
rity, accordin. to ¢ e eld faying, ey breeds contempt, and fome- 
times quarrels. I know nothing more dificult in common behaviour 
than to fix dug Sounds to fam iltarity 3 teo little 3 implies an unfociable 
formality 5 too much c 3 frien y aod focial Werke 9 The 
bet rule [can give you to manage familiarity is, never to be more 
familiar with any body than you would be willing, and even with, 
that he ope be with you. On the other hand, avoid that un- 
comfortable eferve and coldnefs which ts generally the fhield of 


cunning, or th e Prove ; ion OF f dulnels. Tl He lralian maxim is a wife 
one, i/ volto fcioto. & penficri fre; that is, let By se countenance be 
opea and your thovants be clofe. To your inferiors you fhould ufe 
an hearty benevolence in your ak and a¢iions, inftead of a refined 
politenefs, which would be apt to make them fufpect that you rather 
laughed at them: Vor example, your civilly to a mere country- 
gent leman muft bein a very diferent way to what you would ufe 
toa manof the world; your reception of him fhould fem hearty, 
and rather coarfe, to relieve him from the embarraffment of his own 
mauvaife bonte, Slave attention even in the company of fools; for, 
though they are focls, they ma ay» perhaps, crop or repeat fomething 
worth your knowing, and which you may profit by. Never talk 
your bet in the oneness of fools; for they would not underftand 
you, and would prrer fufpect that you jeered them, as they com- 
menly call it; but talk only the plaineit common fenfe to them, and 
very gravely, for there is no jefting nor badinage with them. Upon 
the whole, with attention, and les attentions, you will be has to 
pleafe; without them, you will be fure to offend. 
* MY DEAR LITTLE BOY, 

* Carefully avoid all affectation either of body or of mind. It is 
avery true and a very trite obfervation, that no man is ridiculous 
for being what he really is, but for affecting to be what he is not. 
No man is aukward by nature, but by affecting to be genteel. I 
have known many a man of common fenfe pafs generally for a fool, 
becaufe he affected a degree of wit that God had denied him. A 
Plowman is by no means s aukward in the exercife of his trade, but 
would be exceedingly ridiculous, if he attempted the air and graces 
' a man of fafhion. You learned to dance; but it was not for the 
axe of dancing; it was to bring your air aad motions back to what 
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they would naturally have been, if they had had ‘ai L™yy, and hag 
not been warped in youth by bad examples, and auxward Yimirations 
of other boys. ‘ 

* Nature may be cultivated and improved, both as to the fody and 
the mind; but it is not to be extinguifhed by art; and all end@avourys 
of that kind are abfurd, and an inexpreffible fund for ridicule. Your 
body and mind mutt be at eafe to be agreeable; but affectation jg 
a particular reftraint, under which no man can be genteel in his 
carriage, or pleafing in his converfation. Do you think your motions 
would be ealy or graceful, if you wore the cloaths of another man 
much flenderer or taller than yourfelt? certainly not; it is the fame 
thing with the mind, if you affect a character that does not fit you, 
and that nature never intended for you. But do not mittake, and 
think that it follows from hence, that you fhould exhibit your whole 
character to the public, becaufe it is your natural one. No; many 
things muft be fuppreffed, and many things concealed, in the beft 
character: never force nature; but it 1s by no means neceffary to 
fhew it all. 

‘ Difcretion muft come to your affiftance, that fure and fafe guide 
through life; difctetion, that neceffary companion to reafon, and the 
ufeful guarde feu, if | may ufe the expreflion, to wit and imagina- 
tion, Difcretion points out the a propos, the decorum, the ne quid 
nimis, and will carry a man-with moderate parts further than the 
moft fhining parts would without it. Itis another word for judge. 
ment, though not quite fynonymous to it. Judgment is not upon 
all occafions required, but difcretion always is. Never affect nor 
affume a particular character; for it will never fit you, but will pro- 
bably give you a ridicule; leave it to your conduct, your virtues, 
your morals, and your manners, to give you one. Difcretion will 
teach you to have particular attention to your ma@urs, which we have 
no one word in our language to exprefs exactly. Morals are too 
much, manners too little. Decency comes the neareit to it, though 
rather fhort of it; Cicero’s word decorum is properly the thing; and 
I fee no reafon why that expreflive word fhould not be adopted and 
naturalized in our language: I have never fcrupled ufing it in that 
fenfe. 

‘ A propos of words. Study your own language more carefully than 
moft people do; get a habit of fpeaking it with propriety and ele- 
gance; for nothing is more difagreeable than to hear a gentleman 
talk the barbarifms, the folecifms, and the vulgarifms of porters. 
Avoid, on the other hand, a ftiff and formal accuracy, efpecially 
what the women call hard words, when plain ones as expreflive are 
athand. The French make it their ttudy bien narrer, but are apt 
narrer trop, and with too affected an elegancy, 

‘ The three commoneft topics of difcourfe are, religion, politics, and 
news. All pecple think they underftand the two firft perfectly, though 
they never ftudied cither; and are therefore very apt to talk both 
dogmatically and ignorantly, confequently, with warmth: bot re- 
ligion is by no means a proper fubject of converfation in a mixed 
company; it fhould only be treated among a very few people of 
learning, for mutual inftruction, It is too awful and refpectable a 


{ubje& to become a familiar one, Therefore never mingle yourlelf 
in 
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it any further, than to exprefs an univerfal toleration to all errors 
” +. if confcientioufly entertained ; for, every man has as good a 
* to think as he does, as you have to think as you do; nay, in 
—h he cannot help ite ; ; 

¢ As for politics, they are fill more univerfally underftood ; and, as 
every one thinks his private intereft more or lefs concerned in them, 
nobody hefitates to pronounce decifively upon them, not even the 
ladies, the copioufnefs of whofe eloquence is more to be admired 
than the conclufivenefs of their logic. It will be impoflible for you 
to avoid engaging in thefe converfations, for there are hardly any 
others; but take care to do it coolly, and with great eood-humour 3 
and whenever you find that the company begin to be heated, and 
noify for the good of their country, be only a patient hearer, unlefs 
you can interpofe by fome agreeable dadizage, and reftore good-hu- 
mour tothe company. And here I cannot help obferving to you, 
that nothing is more ufeful either to put off or to parry difagreeable 
and puzzling affairs, than a good-humoured and genteel badinage : 
[have found it fo by long experience. But this dad:nage muift noi be 
carried to mauvaife plat/anterie; it muft be light, without being fri- 
volous; fenfible, without being fententious: and, in fhort, have that 
jeme feat quot which every body feels, and nobody defcribes. 

‘| fhall now for a time fufpend the courfe of thefe letters; but as 
the fubject is inexhauttible, { fhall occafionally refume it: in the 
mean time, believe, that a man, who does not generally pleafe, is 
nobody; and that a conftant endeavour to pleafe, will infallibly 
leafe to a certain degree at leait.’” 

From the fourteen letters written to young Stanhope, we pafs 
on to a letter from Lord Chefterjield, to A. B——t, Eq; at Edin- 
burgh, relative to the death of Lord Strathmore, in January, 
1753. Lord C. was, we find, from this letter, appointed one 
of the guardians of the deceafed Lord S.’s children. The 
young Lord S. was then feventeen. Lord C. here recommends 
it to Lady S. the mother of the young nobleman, to fend her fon 


to an univerfity, or to travel; and, in either cafe, he adds the 


following remarkable caution : our Readers will judge of its pe-: 


culiar propriety, as relating to the education of a Scottifh young 
man of quality. —* I would moft earneftly, fays Lord C. recom- 
mend {as well to preferve his underftanding from reproach, as his 
perfon and eftate from danger), that he be put into the hands of 
perfons who fhould inftil into him true and rational principles of 
government ; and fhew him the natural and unalienable rights of 
mankind, in oppofition to the abfurd, monftrous, and impudent 
doctrines of the abfolute power, the divine, indefeafible, and 
hereditary rights of kings. Some of Lord Strathmore’s family 
have fallen viGtims to thofe eXtravagant notions : 

© May their fall prove a warning to the remains of it ? 
We come next to Free Thoughts and bold Truths; or, a Politico- 
Tritical Effay on the prefent Situation of affairs, written in. 755> 
wi imitation of Swift's ¢ Tritical Eflay on the Faculties of the 

ind,’—Swift is well imitated in this piece. 

Next 
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Next fucceeds, Zhe Lords’ Proteft; relative to the famoy; 
Convention with Spain, in 1739. ‘The editor quotes Dr, Maty’s 
Memoirs of Lord C. in evidence, to prove that this Prete 
(which he juftly remarks was couched in very ftronz terms) bear; 
the flamp of Lord Chefterfield’s manner of writing. 

We here meet, alfo, with three famous political tra&s, which 
appeared in or about the year1744; they are entitled as under: 

1. © The Cafe of the Hanover Forces, inthe Pay of Great Britain, 
impartially and freely exanuned, Kev’ 

2. * A Vindication of The Cafe, &c. Being a Sequel to the aid 
Pamphiet.’ 

3 * A further Vindication, &c. Being a full Anfwer, founded on 
Faéts and Dates, to a Pamphlet, calted, ** The Intereft of Great 
Britain fteadily purfued.” 

Of the three tracts above mentioned, our editor gives the fol. 
lowing account : 

‘ Thefe performances are omitted in Dr. Maty’s edition of Lord 
Che ‘erfield’s Werks, and as they are important, both with refpeg 
to the matter as well as the manner in which the fubjeét is treated; 
it becomes neceflary to ailizn the reafons which have induced us to 
afcribe them in part to his Lordfhip. The very active part which 
the noble Lord took, when this butinefs came before the Houfe of 
Lords, and the fimilarity of the arguments ufed by him there to thofe 
adduced in thefe tracts, had at the time of publication created a 
fufpicion, that they were compoled not without his afiiitance; and 
thofe who were then converfant in and attentive to public affairs, 
made no fcruple to declare their belief that his Lordthip was the 
author of them. They were, however, not wholly his productions, 
From a copy which Dr, Maty faw, after he had made fome progrefs 
in writing bis life, it appears, thar thefe pieces were the joint works 
of Mr. Waller and Lord Cheilerfield, This we are informed by 
Lord Chellerheld himfe!f, who had written the names of the authors 
on a copy of the prefeat performance. ‘They contain much political 
information, and fo clear a view of the intereits, defigns and tranf- 
actions of the feveral European powers, from the time of the acceflion 
of the houfe of Hanover, as to be fufficient of themfelves to afford 
complete fatisfaction, to any perfon defirous of being acquainted with 
the ftate of Europe during that period. At the time of their appear- 
ance they occafioned much debate, and the ableft pens were em- 
ployed in anfwering them, Whoever would fee the arguments of 
the feveral opponents, may confult the following pamphlets, which 
were produced in coniequence of thefe publications, wz, ‘* The in- 
tereit of Great Britain iteadily purfued. In aniwer to a pamphlet, 
entiiled, The Cafe of the Hanover Forces impartially and freely exa 
mined.”’ By Horace Walpole, Efq; afterwards Lord Walpole. ‘‘ The 
gucftion Rated with regard to our army in Flanders: and the argu- 
ments for and againit this meafure compared.” By Lord Hervey. 
** Faction Detected by the evidence of Fatts. Containing an impat- 
tial view of parties at home and affairs abroad.” Bv William Pul- 
seaty, Efg; afierwards Earl of Bath. Aad, ‘* A Defence of the 
People, 
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or ful! confutation of the pretended fats advanced in a huge, 
angry pamphlet, called Fattion Detected ; in a letter to the author 
of that weighty performance. Edmond Waller, Eig the joint author 
of thefe tracts, was member of parliament for Cuipping Wycomb. 
« He fapported,” fays Dr. Maty, ‘*in the Houfe of Commons, the 
fame caufe which Lord Chetterfield defended in that of Peers. He 
wag one of the fecret committee, for inquiring into the condutt of the 
minifter, and fpoke in many of the debates with great force of argu- 
ment, but without the graces that diitinguithed feveral other heads of 
the oppofition.” 

We believe (from information received) that the editor is mif- 
taken in afcribing the celebrated and mafterly tract entitled 
Faétion Detected, &c. to Mr. Pulteney. We rather confider it 
as the work of the late Lord Eemont: whofe abilities were eve- 
ry way equal to fuch atafk.— The Defence of the People was writ~ 
ten by that able and dexterous hand (at wielding the political 
quarter-ftaff), the late Mr. James Ralph. 

The Lords’ Proteft, Die Adartis, 19 Februarti, 1742, 1s the 
next article in this collection. The fubject of this Proteft was the 
negative put upon a motion for addrefling his Majeity to relieve 
his oppreiled fubjects from the exceffive and grievous expences 
incurred by the foreign mercenaries in the pay of Great 
Britain. 

We turn, now, to Lord Chefterfield’s letter to the Abbé de Ja 
Ville, written from the Hague, but printed without a date. It 
was occafioned by the order againft publifhing newsepapers at 
Paris; and it contains feveral particulars relating to the battle of 
Fontenoy: which circumftance points out, pretty nearly, the 
time when it was written. Lord C. was then our ambaflador 
atthe Hague; where he happened to have fome converfation 
with the French minifter above mentioned, on the {ubject of the 
order iflued by the parliament of Paris, to prevent improper 
news from being tran{mitted from thence into the United Pro- 
vinces, &c. His Lordfhip’s remarks on this piece of flate-craft, 
are judicious, and {pirited. He here takes occafion to let the 
Abbe de la Ville underftand, that the Britifh court and nation 
were well informed of the bafe and cruel behaviour of the French 
forces, who had fired upon the allied army, with bits of glafs, 
Jagged iron, brafs buttons, &c. inftead of leaden bullets. His 
Lordthip alfo takes notice, in particular, that the Dutch wounded 
foldiers, who were carried to Mons, died with their bodies fo 
lwollen, that they were ready to burit! He farther affirms, as 
‘a certain, an indubitable fact,’ that fuch of thofe: brave En- 
glifhmen (fo admired, even by the French, for their valour and 
intrepidity) who were left wounded in the ficld of battle, had 
their brains knocked out by his mof Chriftian Majefty’s troops, 
with the butt-ends of their mufkets ; accompanying the brutal 
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action by fuch ungenerous expreffions as thefe,—‘* Ha, dog! 
are you not dead yet ?”—Here we cannot help exclaiming, with 
the noble letter-writer, (taking the feveral facts, as he has afferted 
them, for granted), how ftrange and inhuman was this cop. 
dué&t—how inconfiftent too, with the rules of war—how irre. 
concileable with the boafted valour of the French, and even, to 
fpeak the truth, with their ufual practice !—We are here farther 
informed, that a trumpet from the allied army carried, to the 
French King, a letter, fealed with the arms of the Duke of 
Cumberland, and of the generals Count de Koningfegg, prince 
Waldeck, and Baron Wendt, filled with the above mentioned 
horrid and d/oody * materials, which had been extracted from the 
wounds of general Campbell, and of other officers, and fol. 
diers. It is, however, recorded in this letter, to the honour of 
the King of France, that on fight of thefe difmal reliques, ac. 
companied by a very modeft letter from the Duke of Cumber. 
Jand, importing, that the moft cruel and barbarous nations ne. 
ver made ufe of any fuch kind of weapons in Carrying on war, 
the King turned pale, and quitted the room. It is to be hoped 
that his Majefty did not fufter the matter to reft there, and that 
we fhall have no more fuch inhuman proceedings, in any future 
wars with a people who are fo prompt to ftyle other nations the 
favages of Europe. 

His Lordthip concludes this fpirited letter with a general re- 
mark on the inexpediency and inefficacy of the edict iflued by the 
parliament of Paris, in regard to foreign countries; though, as 
the edict itfelf obferves, it may {top the fatal effects of an 
improper knowledge in the Gallic provinces. But, adds Lord 
C. (and let Englifhmen ever bear it in mind) ¢ mi/erable, fure, 
mui the conduc? of that miniftry be, which muft have recourfe ta ba- 
nijoment and the gallies to hide their conduc? from the eyes of their 
fellow-fubjecis, and who owe their fafety to nothing but the ignorance 
of prince and people!’ 

With reipect to the few poetical pieces contained in this 
volume, they confift only of fhort copies of verfes (as the phrafe 
goes), with four or five well known fongs and ballads, and 
certain little epigrammatical performances, which every body 
has feen; but which, however, it was right to preferve in 4 
collection of the writings of this very witty and very ingenious 
nobleman. 


«9 
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MONTHLY CATALOGUE, 
For SEPTEMBER, 1778. 
AMERICAN. 

Art. 11. The Voice of the Minority; being an expoftulatory Ad- 
drefs to an unpopular Minitter, on Occalion of an impolitic War. 
An originai Poem, never before publifhed. 8vo. 18. Fielding. 


8. 
MOOD fentiments and bad verfe. The Author defends the caufe 

of revolted America, but he offers no'hing new ; except fome 
initances ot /crupulofity, in regard to what the printers call the /cad- 
barding of words,—ia which refpect this Writer is cautious to a de- 
gree beyond every thing of the kind that we ever met with. So fear- 
ful is he of giving offence, or, rather, perhaps, of affording any 
handle for the gentlemen of the law to take hold of him by, that he 
does not even print the words America, or ~merican, rebel, or rebels 
lion, at full length.— Thus, to Lord * N - £4,’ 

- Say with what view 

ns puriue ?” 





- Doft thou the Am 

Nor Brirain, or Britifh: 

‘* Becaufe the colonies no friend 

Do to the Br—t—fh fenate fend.” 
Nor of rob have we a fingle letter : 

«* So that how {weet foe’er the job 

To tax them, is indeed to ***,” 
Equally thy is he of another naughty word : 

‘* To us this part, though fhameful fell, 

We are the mifcreants who *****,”” 
Nay, fo extreme is the Author’s fondnefs for difguife, or his dread 
of the doctrine of libels, that two of the mof illuftrious terms in 
our language are rather fhunned as dangerous ; 

‘* Bat, taught our frenzy to defpife, 

To lud—p—d—ce, gl—r—s rife,” 
Taxat.on being a word that bath been lately brought much into quef- 
tion, is warily printed f-w-t7-ome 

Subvert hath alio a piace in our Author’s index expurgatorius: 

“© Whole conttitution :o {——, 
We ftill our utmo‘t pow’r exert.” 

Obedience, releafed, difi.vid, caufele/s, and fome others, are like- 
wife, in the fame manner, mutilatei, or profcribed: but in fome 
inftances it is difficult to draw afide the veil of obicurity which the 
Author hath contrived to caft over his meaning. The following 
Is Offered as an exercife fur tie  eader’s ingenuity : 

** And ali wil! feek to icparate 
From cr—I f—s they’ve - to h—te.” 

We fhall bid good bie to this enigmatical Bird, with a remark 
which, with all humility, we fhaii atiempt co erefs in his own form, 
viz It our Asth ra:ms at the deevpherers pace (for an -m-n-ft—l 
Wr-t-rs are fometimes bought off) he may have judged rightly, in 
giving L— New an hint cf his m)it—! ab-li—s: but if he had 
nothing of thisk—d in v—w, we cannot help th—k—g, to ufe an 


hou ¢'y faying, that he has been more n—e than w—e. 
Q2 POETICAL. 
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reewv?rti¢cat. 
Art.12. Zhe Poetical Review: avifionary Poem. By a Gentle. 
man. 4to. 28. Herbert, in Holborn. 

Revolving, in a fort of day-dream, and giving a thought 

‘ On men, on brutes, on produce of the field, 
On each gay objeé&t which Dame Nature yield,— 
The Author, among other wife reflections, has the following : 
* How various are the births of thofe who write, 
From Tom the Tinker to the garter’d Knight!’ 

This ‘ Gentleman is, certainly, Tom the Tinker, himfelf, in dif- 
guife.—Another couplet, or two; for we do not often meet with 
{ach exquifite (tuff. 

As honeit Tom is dreaming about the foaming preacher of Shore. 
d***h, he obferves that his (the foaming preacher’s) 

‘ —— Changing talents ev’ry fancy hir, 
The gay The—atre, or devou: Pul—pit.’ 

Well faid, friend Tom! If thou hadit but a little fenfe, a little 
literature, and a little notion of tagging a rhime, thou mighteft, 
perhaps, be able to write verfes for the St. Giles’s Magazine. 


PoLITICAL 
Art. 13. De Fure Colonias inter et Metropolen apud Prifcas, 


izmo, is, Od, Geneva printed, and fold by Cater in London, 

237. | 

This very fort treatife, concerning the refpective rights of colo- 
nies and parent flates among the ancients, which is faid to be printed 
at Geneva, is, we have reafon to think, manufa@urcd much nearer 
home. Be this, however, as it may, it contains fome very juft, ge- 
neral ideas, which may be of confiderable ufe to fuch readers as are 
defirous of having a more extenfive and accurate acquaintance with: 
the fubject, efpecially if they confult thofe paflages in the Greek and 
Roman writers which are referred to by the Author. 

The judicious reader may form fome idea of the Author’s political 
complexion, from the following fhort paffage, which we thal! give in 
his own words, as it fhews the plan of his work—Coloniarum duplex 
ef? genus, primum, ubi vel in terras metropoli fubditas mittuntur coloni, 
wel in alias, metropoli opes et arma prabenti alterum, in quo opibus fuis 
freti coloni, in terras metropol: non fubditas proficifcuntur, Hi funt 
immunes et fui juris, illi metropoli fubditi junt et obnoxii. Quod nunc 
pluribus et luculenter otendere aggredior. Rh 

Lia w. ‘ 
Art. 14. Cafes of Practice in the Court of King’s Bench at I eft 

minfiir, fromthe Reign of Queen Elizabein to the sath of Geo, Ill. 

a Period of near 220 Years. Seletted from, and examined by, 

the Books of Reports; and methodically arranged under proper 

Titles: fhewing the whole Pradlice of that Ceurr, ancient and 

modern; and being a Complete Guide to all Barriflers as well as. 

Attornies. Witha Tab!le containing the Names of the Cafes, and 

Index of the principal Matters, By a Gentleman of the Middle 

Temple, 4to. 128, bound. Owen. 1775, 

The authority of precedents is well known atthe bar; a collec- 
tion of precedents therciore, well arranged, as this appears to be, 

I mult 











# 


MonTuLy CATALOGUE, Hu/andry, &c. 229 


afford great afliflance to practitioners, even though it flould 
as it probably will, of ihewing the wdo/e practice of the 
and of being a complete guiae to all barvilters as well as ate 


mutt 
fail, 
ccurt, 
tornies. 


Art.15. Injeructions for regiftering Deeds, Conveyances, Wills, 
and other Incumbrances, affeting Lftates in the County of Miadlefex ; 
with Precedents of Memorials of every Kind, made Ufe of for the 
Regiftring of fuch Deeds, Conveyances, and Wills, &c. And 
Afhdavits of the due Execution of fuch Deeds; and Memorials 
executed in the Country: and alfo the Form of difcharging Mort- 
gages by Certificate ; with an Affidavit of the due Execu:ion 
thereof, where the Parties live at a Ditance from London. By 
William Rigge, Deputy Regitter for the County of Middlefex, 
Svo. 5s. Sold by the Author at the Middlefex Regilter Office, 
Bell-yard. 

By an act of 7 Anne, c. 20, all.deeds, wills, or other incumbrances 
affecting real eftates in the county of Middlefex, are to be regittered 
jn the manner therein direfled, to render them valid: a like regu- 
Jation was ,eltablifhed by the. 8 Geo. II. c. 6. in the north riding of 
Yorkthire ; and ought, for the full fecurity of all tranfactions re- 
lating to land, to be extended shrough every county. The trouble, 
delay, and errors, arifing from a want of knowledge in the necef- 
fary forms of tranfacting bufinefs at the Middlefex Regiiter Office, 
induced Mr. Rigge to draw up thefe taflru€tions and precedents, for 
the mutual eafe of himfelf and all thofe who bring deeds to regifter : 
thefe motives, and his ftation in that office, render it unneceflary to 
add any thing farther in recommendation of this comoendium. N 

6 


DRAMATIC, 
Art. 16. The Gipfies; a Comic Opera, in Two A@s; as it is 

performed at the Theatre-Royal in the Hay market. vo. 15. 
_ Cadell. 1778. 

An indifferent tranflation of an indifferent petite piece, intituled, 
Les Bohemiens. ‘The Englifh, indeed, is, in one inilance, lefs ex- 
ceptionable than the French: it 1s fhorter. Cc 

e 


HusBANDRY, &c. 


Art.17. Obfervaticns on the Tillage of the Earth, and on the 
Theory of Infiruments adapted to this End. By James Black, of 
Morden in Surry. 4to. 5s. boards. Elmfly. 1778. 

As all the civilized part of mankind, dgvend tor fubfiltence on the 
culture of the earth, tillage fubiitts by unremitred practice all over 
Europe, and many valuable improvements, on true philofophical 
principles, are brought to the teli of experiment, in this country ia 
particular. Thefe principles, wiih the refuit of them, have ot late 
years been repeatediy laid before the Public, in numerous writ- 
ings; fo numerous, as that every county, if not every parifh, abounds 
with a€tual examples, obvious to the traveller as well as the native, 
fo that he who rides may read; it might be thought, that until fome 
very important new difcoveries are made, the prefent generation 
at leait, were fufliciently flocked with agricultural books. But 
farmers are like other men; and becaufe fome fuccefsfui cultiva- 
lors have diftinguiihed themfelves by publifhing their principies 

Q.3 and 
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ard experiments, every literary hufbindman would be a Vir. 
gil, a Columella, or a Tull: and thus country gentlemen and 
_ginquifitive farmers, have ventured and lott much time and much 
money, on the credit of contident writers, from the days of Ellis of 
Little Gaddefden, to the prefent moment. 

If Mr. Black is fkilful in the art of milage, which we have no rea- 
fon to difpute, he muft practice much better than he can defcribe, 
His obfervations are of a defultory nature, and he is quite ao humogr. 
ift with his pen; affecting a learned, quaint, fententioufnefs, little 
fuitable to the apprehenfions of plain country readers. Let an entire 
paragraph fhew whether this reprefentation 1s injurious ; 

© What is it that makes frefh earth fruicful ? is it not the accumu. 
Jation of the influences of the elements which remain on the fuperfi- 
cies, without a poflibility of pene:rattug deeper? treth fond is not 
fo. Has nature fickened? Is the in danger ot death, unlefs relieved 
by our noftrums ? .ias the fun abated an atom of his regular period ? 
Have the former and latter rains mifcarried? tas the eafterly 
wind failed of returning at his appointed feafon, to dry the earth? 
Are there not ox lands i Can the art of man prepare an ox fatting 
grafs land, by means of his compounded dunghills ? Que /ai je? Et 
qui pourrott tout dire Jans un mortel ennuy ? 

Lire for dire, wouid give a much becter clofe to a ftring of interro= 
gations that muft edify an honett farmer in a wonderful manner! 

The plates, fuitable to che defcriptions, are mere etchings, tog 
coarfe and rude to communicate a clear idea of mecnanical contri- 
vances ; and they are as loofely and inaccurately referred to: add to 
thefe circumftances, that the conftraction of ploughs ought to be ex- 

. plained without the affiftance of Sir liaac Newton, or of the far 
fetched terms of wis inertia, and vis impreffa. 

The performance, however, affurds on the whole, glimpfes of 
knowledge, that incline us to think Mr. black may really underftand 
what he 1s about, when his pen is out of his hand. N 

’ 


MiIscELLANEOUS, 


Art. 18. Mentoria: Or the Young Ladies InftruCtor, in fami- 
Jiar Converfations on ivioral and Eatcrtaining Sabjects ; calculated 
to improve young Minds im the effential as well as ornamental 

Parts of Female Education. By Mifs Ann Murrgy. Dedicated 
_ by Permiffion, to the Princefs Royal. 12mo. 38. bound. Dilly. 
1773. 

There is fuch a generak want of ufeful elementary books, for the 
infruction of young perfons, and particularly of young ladies, that 
it is a great mortification to us not to be able to recommend the pre- 
fent work, as judicioufly adapted for this purpofe. But we muft not 
fuffer our tendernefs for a female writer, or the protection of a royal 
dedication, to bias our decilion. Upon a careful examination of the 
various contents of this {mall volume, we find ourfelves obliged to 
declare it as our opinion, that though the dialogues on topics of de- 
corum, morality and religion, contain many ufeful hints of inform- 
ation and advice, thofe on {cientitic fubjeéts are too fuperficial to give 
a young perfon any ufeful ideas refpeéting the firlt rudiments of 
knowledge, ‘Ihe ttory of Romulus and Remus fills up the dialogue 
on hiftory ; and the feveral fubjects of grammar, logic, rhetoric, 

arithmetic, 
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arithmetic, algebra, geometry, aftronomy and mufic, are difpatched 

in one dialogue of 24 pages; at the clofe of which, the pupil very 

properly exclaims,-** I wifh, my dear Mentoria, I underftood all the 

fciences ; how wife and clever I fhould be’” 

Art. 19. 4 Differtation on the Folclande and Boclande of the Saxons, 
gto. #8. 6d. Richardion. White, &c. 

‘Boclande, Booklande, or Charter-land is defcribed, fays this wri- 
ter, to be land granted by the King to his Thanes, and limited to 
them and their heirs by the authority of acharter. Folcland or 
Foikland was that portion of the country which remained in the 
hands of the people in general, unfecured by charter, and unfettered 
by limitations. Boclande is fometimes denominated Thainlande, 
Tainlande, and Toinlande, from the Thegen, Tanus or Baron to 
whom it invariably appertained. The Eorl, Gerefa, or Reve was 
the {upreme governor of the Folclande, and hence it is frequently de- 
fcribed under the name of Reveland. Sir Edward Coke informs us, 
that the Boclande differed nothing from free hold land, and that the 
Folcland had the fame affinity to copy-hold land.’ The author pro- 
ceeds to confider this fubject, in order to determine farther the quef- 
tion, whether Feudal property had a Saxon ox a Norman original? If 
jt is attributed to the latter, we muft, he fays, regard it as an inno- 
vation on the common law, the arbitrary impofition of a tyrant, ini- 
mical to the liberties of the fufpetted fubjeéts of his acquired territory. 
If we derive the feudal conititution from the Saxons, it affumes a mil- 
der form: we connect it with a government that tended to promote 
the liberty of the fubject, and to preferve it from infringement; with 
the names of Alfred and Edward, and with the laws that have made 
thofe names venerable.’ An inquiry of this kind, he obferves, has 
been made a few years ago by a gentleman of known learning and 
extenfive abilities *; and he fhould have continued in a {tate of per- 
fect conviction, had it not been exprefsly controverted in a late pub- 
lication ¢ where {it is faid) a contrary hypothefis is maintained with 
fome degree of pertinacity. This diflertation wiil prove acceptable 
to perfors who apply themfelves to thofe ftudies in which tle prefent 
fubject is involved. 

Art. 20. A few Remarks on the Hiftory of the Decline and Fall of 
the Roman Empire. Welative chiefly to the Two lait Chapters, by 


aGentlemah. 8vo. Robfon,. 1778. 
We have here fome remarks which have efcaped the notice of the 


other anfwerers of Mr. Gibbon ; they are not very numerous, indeed, * 


and fome of them are of no great importance; but they shew the Au- 
thor to be a man of fenfe, and of confiderable learning. 

_ As the character of St. Cyprian, he fays, has been drawn rather 
in dark fhades by Mr. Gibbon, a (hort fketch of his life. taken from 
Pontius and his own epiftles, may not, he thinks, be unacceptable ; 
accordingly he employs fifteen or fixteen pages upon this fubject; to 


. 


iD 


which we mutt refer our Readers. kK " 





a 


* Dalrymp. Feud. Prop. 8. 
+ Hargr. Ed. Co, Lic, Notes. £6, 
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Art. 21. Seven Difcourfes, delivered ta the Royal Academy, by 
the Prefident. 8vo. 5s. Boards, Cadeil. 1778, 
The excellent difcourfes here collected, have all been feverally res 


‘viewed in our journal, at the times of their original, feparate publi. 









cation. This edition of them is, with propriety, dedicated to the t 
King, in the following terms: 

‘ The regular progrefs of cultivated life is from neceffaries to ac. ( 
commodations, from accommodations to ornaments. By your illuf ( 
trious predecefiors were eftablithed marts for manufactures, and col. 
leges for ictence; but for the arts of elegance, thofe arts by which fhi 
manufactures are employed, and {cience is refined, to found an Aca. the 
demy was referved for your Majefty. (i 

‘ Had fuch patronage been without effect, there had been reafon cif 
to believe that mature had, by fome infurmountable impediment, ob- Re 
firucted cur proficiency, but the annual improvement of the exhibi- A 


tions which your Majetiy has been pleafed to encourage, fhews that 
only encouragement had been wanting. ) 
‘ To give advice to thoie who are contending for royal liberality, 
has been for fome years the duty of my flation in the Academy; and 
thefe difcourfes hope for your Majelty’s acceptance as well] intended 


endeavours to excite the emulation which your notice has kindled, th 
and direét thofe ftudies wh.ch your bounty has rewarded.’ p 
Art. 22. The Sportfiian’s Diéticnary ; or the Gentleman’s Com- tc 

panion for ‘Town and Country. Containing full and particular In- in 


itrutions for Riding, Hunting, Fowling, Setting, Fithing, Rac- 


u 
ine, Farrery, Cocking, Hawking, &c. With the various Mee g 
thods to be cbierved in Breeding and Dieting of Rorfes, both for D 
the Road and Turf; alfo the Management of Dogs, Game Cocks, i 
Daunghill Fowls, Turkeys, Geefe, Ducks, Pigeons, Singing Birds, 

&e. And the Method of curing their various Difeafes and Acci- 

dents, Colle&ied from the beit Authors; with very confiderable 

Additions and Improvements. By experienced Gentlemen, Il- 

Juftrated with Copper Plates, reprefeniing all the different Kinds 
, of Nets, Snares, and Traps, that are now made Ule of. to, 
' ass. Boards. Fielding and Waiker. 1978. 

Reprinted from the old Syort/maa’s Didtionary (a work well known), 
in two volumes, 8vo. The language is not e!cgant, but the materials 
feem to have been originally turnifhed, as the title-page profefles, 
by perions experienced in rur.l ‘ports, occupations, and paftimes. 
Art. 23. Preceedings of a Court Martial, held at Cambridge *, 

by Order cf Major General Heath, commanding the American 

Troops ior the Northern Dittrict, tor the Trial of Colonel David 

Henley. acculed by General Burgoyne, of the !]!-trearment of the 

Britifh Soldiers | —Taken in Short-hand by an Officer who was 

prefent. 8vo. 2s, Od. Almon. 1778. 

The fpirited conduct of Mr. Burgoyne, in rezard to this his pro- 
fecution of aa ofacer in the American Service, ona charge of cruelty 


ys 


toward fome Britith foldiers, part of the General's capiived army, 


. 7 ——- ie 
























~ 








* | re) 
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wms to reflect honour on .the abilities of this unfortunate com- 


fe 
mander. 


Art. 24« A Treatife on Agifiment Tithe, in which the Nature, 
Right, Objects, Mode of Payment, and Method of afcertaining 
the Value of each Species of it are fully itaced and explained. By 
Tho. Bateman, A. M, Chaplain to his Grace the Duke of Gor- 
don, Vicar of Whaplode, Lincolnthire, &c. &c. 12mo. 2s. 6d. 
Crowder. 1778. 

This little pamphlet (the price of hich ought to have been but a 
filling) deferves the axention of the Ciergy, while it would pick 
their pockets. All the circamfances of Agiftmear Tithe are clearly and 
fyRematically fet forth 5 and are much upon the fame plan aad priu- 
ciple which welaid down in our Review of Doltor Willis’s Caie. See 
Rev. vol. Ivi.'p. 135. : 
Art.25. 4 Chronological Abridgment of the Life and Reign of 
Henry IV. Surnamed the Great, LXild King of France, exiibie- 
ing @ concife View of the State of Lurope, from 1553, to i610. 
With an Appendix, containing Anecdotes, &c. ferving to illuitrate 
the Character of ienry the Great, t2mo. 2s, bound. Newbery. 
Compiled from Henault, Sully, Voltaire, &c. and intended for 
the ufe of young perfons, or others who have no opportunities of 
perufing more voluminous works. This abridgment, however, has 
too much the brevity of an Index, to yicld fo much extertaiument or 
infru@ion, as it might have afforded, kad the Author omiited many 
usimportant circumitances, and given a little larper {cope to thoig 
great and interefling events which mark the hifiory of one of the firtk 
heroes of the French monarchy. 

Art. 26. Genuine Memeirs of Fofhua Crompten, who was con- 
vided at the Afiizes at Guiltord, july 3:, 1775 *, for uttering a 
forged Bank Note. By a perfon who viited him fince his confine- 
ment, and taken Minutes from bimfelf. Svo. 15s. bladon, 
‘Abounds with anecdotes, the authenticity of which we preiend not 
h difpure, The pamphlet 1s not illewritien; and ihould be read by 
honet pecple, to fet them on their guard againit fharpers, fwindlers, 
and other artful rogues. 

Art, 27. The Trial of Themas Baulter and “Fames Caldwell, the 
Two noted Flying Highwaymi n, who have, for tome Time paft, 
committed numerous Highway Robberics, im all Parts of this 
Kingdom. Convicted at the Caftle of Wincheiier, July 3+, 1778, 
before the Hon. Sir Francis Buller, Kot,.—— The whcele faithfully 
taken in Court. 8vo. Gd. Crowder. &c. 

Thefe proceedings appear to have been, as the title-page exprefles, 
faithicliy taken. ‘The life of Beulver is advertled at the ead of this 
pamphlet, as a feparate publication. 


4 4 


Q a Os ites eg) Pee ae ee 
Art, 28. Letters fi om Lard Rivers to Sir Charles Cerdizan, and 
(© Giner inoliuh Cerrefpondenis, white he reided in France, 


Tranflated fiom the Original French ef Madime Riccoboni, by 
Percival Stockdale. 2 Vols. szmo. 6s. Becker. 1° 
Theie Letters difeover genius, and tafte, of an order fuperior to 
thole which are ufually employed in nevel-wiiuing.—'T he : unf>d 


) dS 
eee 


* And lately executed, 
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with delicacy, many of the finer feelings of the heart, are enriched 













































with juft fentiments and refleétions, and are written with no incong. tbe 
derable degree of elegance and animation. In one of the mofteffen. co 
tial excellencies of this kind of writing, novelty and variety of ing. Jo 
dent, they are, however, materially defective. r 
Art. 29. Obfervations on Mrs. Macaulay's Hiftory of England, fe 
from the Revolution to the Refignation of Sir Robert Walpole, ni 
In a Letter addreffed to that Lady. By Capel Lofft, of Lincoln’, 1a 
Inn, Efg; 4to. 28. 6d. Dilly. 1778. p! 
A panegyrical review of, or commentary on, Mrs. Macaulay’s work, pe 
written with great zeal for the honour of the Lady and her perform. ce 
ance, and with a decent fhare of judgment; but uxequal in ftyle. Og 
. the whole, Mr. Lofft has been happy in pointing out many excel. mn 
i Iencies in Mrs. M.’s hiftory, which might efcape the obfervation of dis 
ordinary readers. A 


Art. 30. The London Directory; or an Account of the Stage 
Coaches and Carriers, from London to the different Towns in 
Great Britain. Defcribing the Number of Miles to each Town, 
with the Fare to be paid, and the Days and Hours of fetting our 
from the different Inns, Wharfs, &c. with an Account of Coatting 
Veffels, Barges, Boats, &c. 8vo. 18. Lowndes. 1778. 
The utility of this Dire&ory is too obvious to require another word 
on the fubject. A 
BoTANY,. 
Art. 31. The Britifh Flora. Containing the felect Names, Cha- 
ratters, Places of Growth, Duration, and Time of flowering, of 
the Plants growing wild in Great Britain. To which are prehxed, A 
the Principles of Botany. By Stephen Robfon. 8vo. 5s. Boards, 
York printed, and fold by White, &c.in London. 1777. 
The title of this Work expreffes all that is to be found under each 
article; it being a mere compendium, or catalogue, for the ufe of 
the botanif. 


to 
ReELtiGious and CoNTROVERSIAL. Tw 
Art. 32. Candid Refleftions concerning the Doétrine of the Trinity. th 
In a Letterto a Friend. By B. Fawcett, M. A. the tecond Edt 1s 
tion enlarged. 8vo. 1s. 6d. Shrewfbury printed; fold by th 
Buckland in London. 1778. 0 
We had the pleafure, by mere accident, to give our prodatum ¢f ui 
to this letter, in its firft edition, before it was publifhed, the author A 
having printed off only a few copies for the ypratification of his an 
friends; yet we think ourfelves obliged, in juftice to the wor to 
thy author, to take fome notice of the improvements he has made wi 
in the fecond edition, where he informs us, page eighty-feven, pa 
that feveral divines had made objections to the frit edition of this ar 
letter, which we beg leave to add, are of fo little moment, that we 
think Mr. Fawcett has given a farther proof of his candor, and no P 
inconfiderable one of his condefcenfion, in giving them an anfwer,— W 
The conclution of his letter breathes fach a truly Chriitian fpirit, Ca 
that we fhall oblige our Readers by tran{cribing it: Ps 
* Upon the whole, whatever difagreement there has been, or may Ut 
continue to be, in the manner of conception or expreflion concerning fa 
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Divine Nature, it is happy for. us that there is little or none 
ming Divine Love. Loving God is the life of religion. to 
hrift, and to draw muliitades to love him, is of infinitely 
reater importance to minifters, and will be infinitely more for their 
ae and happinefs, than difputing about the dottrine of the Tri- 
sity, or gaining over others to what they may imagine the moft 
rational and fcriptural ideas, or language, concerning it. Your 
utiality, Sir, in my favour, will eafily credit me [O may my wit- 
se be in heaven, and my record on high] that in this one point are 

centered the unwearied labours and fervent prayers of yours, &c.’ 
From this fpecimen, our readers wiil not wonder that we recom. 

mend this letter to the perafal of all Chriftians in general, and to 

jivines in particalar, 

Art. 33. The Doétrines of Grace and Fuftice equally effential to the 
pure Gofpel: With fome Remarks on the mifchievous Divifions 
caufed among Chriftians by parting thofe Dottrines, being an In- 
troduction to a plan of Reconciliation between the Defenders of the 
Dofrines of partial Grace, commonly called Ca/vinifis; and the 
Defenders of the Dottrines of impartial Fuffice, commonly called 
Armizxians. By John Fletcher, Vicar of Madely, Salop. 1zmo, 
4d. Sold at the Foundery, &c. 

Art. 34. The Reconciliation: Or an eafy method to unite the pro- 
fifing People of sed: By placing the Doctrines of Grace and Fuftice 
in fuch a Light, as to make the candid Arminians, Bible Calainifps, 
and the candid Calviniffs, Bible drminians. By the fame Author. 
1zmo. 3d. Sold at the Foundery, &c, 

Art. 35. Bible Arminianifm and Bible Calvinifm. A two-fold 
Effay; Part the Firft, difplaying the Dottrines of partial Grace: 
Part the Second, thofe of impartial Juttice. By the fame Author. 
1zmo. gd. Sold at the Foundery, &c. 1777. 

Bieféd aré the Peace-makers. Every honett and well-meant attempt 
focompofe jarring and difcordant minds, and perfuade men to live 


the 
Jove C 


with each other in harmony and affection is certainly laudable. In 


this number we muft rank the three pamphlets mentioned above. Ie 


As very defirable that Chriftians fhould unite in charity and love, 


though they may differ in opinions; the former we would hope, is 
pifible, while an entire confent and agreement in matters of fpecula- 
tion and opinion-is not to be expected. This author would fhew the 
Arminians and the Calvinifts that they are both right in fome degree, 
and nearer to each other (which is not unlikely) than they are willing 
toallow; yet we car not but apprehend that fome of his explications 
will hardly be relithed by the Calvinifts. We felect the following 
— affording tome, though an imperfect view of his manner 
an eign, 

‘ Our day of falvation begun, fays he, is merely of free-grace, and 
Prevents all taich and works; fince all faving faith and all good 
works flow from a beginning of free falvation. But this is not the 
cafe with our continued and eternal falvation: for this falvation dz 
pends on the concurrence of two cauics: the fir of which is perve- 
venient and affiiing free-grace, which I beg leave to call the father- 
faufe; and the fecund is /ubmiffive and obedient free-will, which | take 

; ihe 
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the liberty to call the mothercauz. And I dare fay, that the Pyig, 
jans will as foon find on earth an adult man who came into thiy 
world without a fatder, and that the Calviniils will as foon find One 
who was bora without a mother, as they will find an adult perfon ce 
heaven, who came there without the concurrence of free-grace and 
free-will, which I beg leave to call the paterzal and materng| 
caujes of our eternal falvation. And therefore while the rigid Arm. 
nians, and the rigid Calvinifls make two partial, folitary, barren 
gofpels, by parting mercy and jullice,—free-will and free-grace, 
let bible chriitians itand up in theory and practice, for the one entire 
gofpel of Chriit, Let them marry preventing and afliling free-grace 
with prevented and afiiiled frez-will; fo thall they confiitently hold 
_ the two gofpel axioms, and evaneclically maintain the doétrines of 
‘grace and juftice which are all fufpeoded on the partial ele&ion and 
reprobation of diftingu’/2ing grace, and on the impartial election and 
reprobation of remunerative jufiice.’ 3 : 

Such is the manner in which this writer expreffes him{felf, which 
to fome readers will proye diverting,—to others difguiting, But 
amidit what we may cali his aukward wit, there are the plain marks of 

ood fenfe ; and though he may dwel! longer than ig neceflary on his 
Fr biedts, he makes pertinent and ufeful obiervations, 


Art. 36. Reajfous for quitting the Methodif? Society; being a De — 


fence of Barciay’s Apology, in Anfwer to a printed Letter to a 
Perfon joined with the People called Quakers. In a Letter toa 
Friend. By John Helton. &svo. 8d. Evans, &c, in Pater. 
noiter Row. 1778. 

Friend Helton having retired from one fraternity, and entered 
another, has been called to account as a deferter; and here under the 
authority of Barclay, he gives his reafons for chufing rather to mufter 
among Quakers than among Methodiits. For our part, fo far as his 
conduct may come under our cognizaace, we fee no great harm done 
by this tranflation; and as friend Helton thinks he has ated right, 
much good may it do him. What one party has lott, another has 


ained ; and the intereft or peace of the gcneral community is, perhaps 
£ 3 y is, - 


in no degree affected by the tranfaction. e 
Art. 37. The moft important Truths of Chriftianity ftated. De- 
figned for thofe in the lower Stations of Life ; particularly for the 

Inilruction of fuch as cannot read. By the Rev. James Stonhoufe, 

M.D. izmo, 2d. Rivington. 1778. 

As the poor labour for thofe who fill the fuperior ranks in life, it 
is but juit chat the latter, and particularly the Clergy, fhould labour 
for the poor. The inflru&tion of thofe who are placed in the 
humbier itations of fociety, and who are, in general, moit deplorably 
ignorant; we confider as one of the moft ufeful employments in 
which our ecclefiaflics can be engaged. Dr. Stonhoufe, has, in this 
reipect, very laudably dillinguifhed himfelf. This we fay in pure 
regard to his very commendable views ; as itis well known that we 
are not, as to fome particular points, wholly in the fentiments of this 
truly pious Divine. 
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Art. 38° The Duty and Intercft of every private Perfor, and the 
Kingdom at large, at the prefent Jundure. Addrefled to the Public. 
By "John Marks Moffatt, cf Nailfworth, 8vo. 28. Od. Buck- 
Jand. 1775 | ” 

This ferious, praQtical performance, cifcuffes feveral important 
eraths, in a plain, but not difpleafing ftyie, and addrefles them ro 
the heart of the reader. It is much to be withed that Mr. Mofiatt’s 
sagt might be generally read in Great Britain, as containing admo- 
sitions, at no time improper, but peculiarly feafonable for the pre- 
fet. The author, avoiding political fentiments, confines himfelf 
tothe great duties Of piety and virtue. Befides other fuitable fub- 
jeGs and oblervations; the fecond part contains familiar addreffes to 
various characters, fuch as the drunkard, the unjuft and oppreilive, 
the liar, the profane, the adultercr and fornicator, the gameller, 
the luxurious and intemperate, the proud, the venal and corrupt, 
the inhuman and unmerciful, the revengeful and duellift, the man of 
pleafure, the unbeliever, the fabbath-breaker, &c. &c. 

Art. 39. Remarks on the two laft Chapters of Mr. Gibbon’s Eiftory 
of the Decline and Fall of the Roman mpire. By james Cheltum, 
D. D. Student of Chritt Church, Oxford, and Chaplain to the 
Lord Bifhop of Worceiter. The fecond Edition, greatly enlarged, 
12mo, 28 Od. fewed. Payne, &c. 1778. 

Thefe remarks were oviginally publifhed, without the author’s 
name*, under the title of a Lester to a Friend in O8. 1776, and we 
gave fome account of them in our Review for the month of December 
following. They were, at firft, intended, our Author tells us, for 
hisown private fatisfaCtion only ; but he was induced to fubmit them 
even haftily, and in an imperfect flate, to the public infpedtion, 
without waiting to make farther additions, or to digeit his materials 
ina better manner. He has now thrown them into a new form; 


‘ omitted many pafizges of the firft edition, and tran{pofed others; 


made many editions, which are diftinguifhed in the table of contents ; 
and has likewife confaited the reader’s convenience, by fubjoining, 
forthe moft part, in every inftance where it feemed important, the 
entire paflages out of Mr. Gibbon’s work, which before, for brevity’s 
fake, were only referred to by marking the pages. This ediiion 
likewife contains feveral very judicious remarks, communicated to 
our Author by Dr. Randolph, Lady Margaret’s Profeffor of Divi- 
nity in the Univerfity of Oxford. 

_ Astothe merit of Dr. Cheifuin’s worl:, it is but juftice to fay that 
it bears evident marks of found judgment, learning, and accuracy ; 
and though the fubjeQs of his remarks are but iiitle interefing to the 
generality of readers, yer they cannot fail of enoacing the ferious 
attention of thofe who have the interefts of chriflianity at heart; and 
we have that opinion of Mr. Gibbon’s candor and regard to truth, 
tat we doubt not but he will a:tentively coniider what the learned 
Remarker has advanced, and make fome alterations in the next 
edition of his very Ingenious, elegant, and entertaining hiftory. 


— 
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' the irit edition being anonymous, fuggelted to us the propriety 
ot again mentioning Dr. C.’s werk; as many of our rcaders might 
ot be aware of ihe identi y. 
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Art. 40. An Enquiry after feveral important Truths; efpecial 
concerning the fubftantial ‘ruth, the Son of God, the hidde 
God, the Saviour. And the moft rational Mode of Worthir 
Taken from Scripture only. Without regard to received Oplaioa, 
or any human Authority whatever. With an Addrefs to the Rn 
Mr. Lindfey. By J. W. E. a German Proteftant. 8¥0, 1, 
Bew. 1778. , 
Mr. Lindfay’s defertion of the Church of England awakened this 
writer, we are told, to enquire afreth into the fubject of his paniphler. 
for which purpofe he had recourfe, as all Chriftians ought, to the 
holy fcriptures. The refult of his enquiry feems to be a confirmation 
in the doctrine of the Trinity; but though he may account himélf 
orthodox in this particular, fhould he be firictly tried he might, pers 
haps, be found wanting. ‘ There is,’ he fays, * one only God, 
God is a fpirit: he is the almighty Father of all. Who has made 
. himfelf known to us three ways. ft, By his works, the vifible 
. ereation, 2ndly, By his vifible appearance and fubftantial word, 
adly, By his fpirit, {peaking in the holy prophets and apoftles. In 
the firft of thefe views, we are faid to worthip and praife the Al. 
mighty for his perfection, &c. In the fecond, toworthip the fame God 
in Chrift, who in the greatnefs of his love has condefcended vifibly 
to reveal himfelf and his ways to us, In the third of thefe views, it 
is faid that when by his fpirit he works in us faith and hope, and 
Jove to him and our neighbour,—Then we worfhip and praife the 
fame God for thefe ineitimable bleffings, this earneft of falvation’ 
This appears to regard the doctrine of the Trinity in a practical light 
rather than any other, and that is certainly the moft important, 
This writer afks, ‘ why do we fay, there are three perfons in the God. 
head? I find no fuch thing in fcripture.—How much is it tobe 
wifhed that we might have done with thefe difputes about words 
and confine ourfelves in fuch inftances to fcripture language! 

Art. 41. The Fear of God, and Benefits of Civil Obedience. Two’ 
Sermons preached in the Parifh Church of Harwich in Effex, June 
21, 1778. By William Jones, B. A. Reétor of Pafton in North- 
amptonfhire, Minifter of Nayland in Suffolk, and F.R.S. 8va 
is. Rivington, &c. 

Orthodoxy pleading for prerogative.—Right: Defpotifm always 

cherifhes its friends. 


——!, 





S ER M ON 5S, 

I. Preached before the Univerfity of Cambridge, Nov. 30, 1777- 
By John Mainwaring, B. D. Fellow of St. John’s College, Cam- 
bridge. 4to. 18. Cambridge printed; fold by Beecrof:, & 
in London, 

From the exhertation of St. Paul to Timothy, 2 Ep. i. 8. Pe mt 
thou therefore ajvamed of the teftimony of cur Lord; this Writer en 
quires into the caufes which induce men to defert the engagements 
of truth, piety, and virtue. Thefe caufes he ranks under the heads 
of, Sordid Intereft, Unmanly Fear, and Falfe Shame ; on each of which 
he offers many {cenfible obfervations. i 

II, Preache 
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1], Preached at the Vifitation of the Bifhop of London, in the 

‘Church of Thaxted, in Effex, May 28, 1778. By John Law, 

PD. D. Archdeacon of Rochefter, and Reftor of Much-Eaiton, in 

Flex. 4to. 18. Payne, &c. ach 4 

A defence of the divine origin of the Chriftian religion,—the ar- 

oment drawn (as it frequently has been, by divines of every deno~ 

mination of Chrittians) from the glaring improbability that a {cheme 
of impofture fhould be attempted, and even fucceed, at a period of 
ime, and under circumftances, of all others, the moft unfavourable 
to fuch adefign, It is farther infifted, that nothing but Trutra 
could have ftood the teft, aud forced its way againft all the oppofi- 
tion which it met with from worldly intereft and power, aided by 
the fagacity of the moft eglightened age that hath yet been diftin- 
guifhed in the annals of mankind.—The Preacher, en pafant, glances 
at the 15th and 16th chapters of Mr. Gibbon’s Roman Hiftory, as 
attacking Chriftianity ‘ with all the arts of infidious reafoning.’ 

Ill, Preached at the Ordination of the Rev. Ifaac Smith, June 24, 
1778, at Sidmouth, Devon. By Thomas Wright. To which are 
annexed, A fhort Difcourfe by John Ward; and a Declaration by 
Ifaac Smith, preceding the Ordination Prayer ; with a Charge by 
Jofhua Toulmin, A. M. Publifhed at the Requeft of the Minif- 
ters and others prefent. 8vo. 1s. ‘Taunton printed, and fold 
by Dilly, &c. in London. _ 

The pieces contained in this publication are equally rational and 
pious; and may be perufed with fatisfaction by thofe members of 
ether churches who may wifh to gain fome knowledge of the reli- 
gious principles and practices of Proteftant Diflenters : fuch of them, 
efpecially, as are diftinguifhed by their happy removal from the 
borders of fanaticifm. 

IV. The Nature and Principles of Society, confidered, €5c.—At Me- 
riden. Before an Amicable Society of Tradefmen, &c. June 24, 
1778. By John Adamthwaite, A.-M. 4to. od. Birmingham 
printed, and fold by Baldwin in London. 

The nature and principles of fociety are not very clearly defined 
in this Sermon,—which the Preacher ityles, alfo, a Treatife, and a 
Difertation : titles which we fhould think better appropriated to more 
elaborate performances. 

V, Delivered in one of the Catholic Chapels, on the Propriety and 
Neceffity of taking the Oath of Allegiance tendered by Govern- 
ment. 4t0. 1S. Durham printed, and fold by Crowder in 
London. 

This is the firft difcourfe that hath been publifhed by the Roman 
Catholic prieflhood fince the alteration of our laws, that hath lately 
been made in their favour. The difcourfe appears to be well adapted 
tothe congregation to whom it was preached; and it clearly evinces 
the good fenfe, moderation, and gratitude of the Author. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 


J.B. may be aflurea that we meant noining but ** pure civility” 
when we filied him our very accurate Corre/ponaert. We then deen:ed 
ourfelves really obliged to him tor the communication of his fentie 
Gents and cerrediions 3 and we now fincerely thank him for the tar- 

ther 
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ther proofs which he has given us, of his regard for the reputation 
of our Journal, by the remarks contained in his Jatt favour, dated jp 
the prefent month of September. 

Our Correfpondent’s corrections of the French acre which we lite. 
sally printed, in common with the whole extract, from Mr. D.’s 
book *, are obvioufly right; and it is equally certain that we might 
have faved him that trouble: but, although we wifh to render the 
M. R. what a Jate Correfpondent flyles it, ** the moft corred of our 
periodical publications,” yet we are frequently obliged to commit 
fome of the fhects to the prefs, in too much hurry to admit of their 
iMving from it abfolutely faulelefs. 

In what our Corre!pondent fays of the fpelling of Baron Halberg's 
name, we apprehend that J. B. is himfelf mittaken. If we may truit 
to the tranflation of the Beron’s Introduction to Univerfal § iftory, 

iven by our late learned affuciate, Dr. Gregory Sharpe, the name of 
that well known Danifh writer is not Homberg, but is fpelt as above, @ 

In regard to the play of Bonduca, J. B. is certainly mof accurately 
right in faying, that according to the Latin idiom and orthography, 
the proper name Petilius (hould have been exhibited with a fingle (/), 
and not, asin the printed play, Peiilius. The mention of Chrifimas 
by che Roman Corporal is alfo, as he obferves, a grofs anachronifm, 
and, like many other pafiages in Beaumont and Fletcher, as welt as 
Shakefoeare, contains a ttrange and improper mixture of ancient 
and modern, Gothic and clailic, manners. The making Caratach, 
as Caradacus is called in the play, genera! to Boadicea, or Bonduca, 
the famous Biitifh Heroine, is, we think, an ailowable liberty ing 
Dramatift, reprefenting fo diftant and obfcure a period of our hiftory, 

he word tumfding, in p. 23, wedo not, vith J. B. conceive to bea 
typ°graphical error in the old bees, bus the real and genuine text 
of the authors, infinitely preferable to his propofed emendation of 
rumbling, The whole paffage warrants and recommends the old read- 
ing, andif J, B. had ever been at fea, we fhould conceive that he 
would have felt the propriety of ic. Is may feem frange to adducea 
paige of Colley Cibber in illuftration of Beaumont and Fletcher; 
but we remem er a couplet 1a cne of his Prologues fo direQly appotite, 
that we cannot forbear quoting It: 

The hardy wretch, that gives the towna play, 
Sailsin a cockboat on a tumbling fea. 

ee The rough tumfling orm’ in Bonduca, plainly alludes to the tu- 
multuous fluctuation ot the waves in a tempeil, to which the poets 
make the Roman compare the irregular and tremendous march of 
the ancient Britons. C, 











++ The Author of P a poem, may have his Letter and 
pamphlet again, by fending a line, 72 the fame hand-wiriting, to Mr. 
Becket, publifher of the Review. —N.B. The feal is yet unbroken 
The Gentleman wiil underiland the meaning of this.—For the reft, 
his ignorance mutt plead his excufe. 





* Vide our laft month’s Review, p. 108, the note ;—where Vila 
is printed for Voihi, vaus for vous, and gui payer don ecot, for quoi pay 
mon écobe 














